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F in any part of the Chriſtian Religion an un- 
doubted Certainty and moſt firm Aſſurance 
may juſtly. be required; if a ſcrupulous Exa- 
mination and curious Enquiry may ever be al- 
lowed in Matters of Religion; certainly an 

exact Knowledge of the Rule of Faith will deſerve as 

our firſt, fo our chief, Conſideration. For fince the Ar- 
ticles of Chriſtianity are not in themſelves ſelFevi- 
dent; nor can be found out by the ſole principles 
of Reaſon; ſince all revealed Religions are no. far- 
ther credible, than as they can demonſtrate their Re- 

. velation to have been true and real, ſome Rule was 

neceſſary, which might propoſe ro Mankind - thoſe 


Articles of Faith which Reaſon. could not ſuggeſt, and 


propoſe them alſo with ſuch evidence, as . that the 
denial of aſſent ſhould in all become irrational. 
What this determinate Rule is, hath been the 
great Controverſie of this and all preceding Ages. 
However, all parties agree in affixing ſome certain 
properties to it, whereby it may be diſtinguiſhed ; 
and indeed without which it can never ſupply the 
Office, or ſerve the ends of a true Rule. Theſe may 
be reduced to four Heads, That it be able ſafely and 
inviolably to convey down all revealed neceſſary 
Truths: That it be fitted to propoſe them clearly 
and invariably to all Mankind: That it be indepen- 
dent on all other revealed Articles: And laſtly, that 


revealed 
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revealed Religion. If either of the two firſt. Con- 


ditions. be deficient, the Rule will be unuſeful; if ei- 


ther of the latter, uncertain and without authority. 
The Scripture enjoys all theſe properties in ſo emi- 
nent a manner, that no reaſonable Doubt can be 
made of the Truth of it. For if we conſider, that 
whatſoever is revealed, may be pronounced; what- 
ſoever is pronounced, may be written down; and what. 
ſoever is committed to Writing may be preſerved ſaſe, 
while thoſe Writings are preſerved unaltered; we mult 
conclude, that any revealed Religion may be intirely, 
and without danger of miſtake, propoſed from written 
Books to the univerſal Belief of Mankind, ſince theſe 
will afford a ſtanding Rule both to Paſtors of teach. 
ing of their People, and to the People of exami- 
ning the Doctrine of their Paſtors, in caſe of Diffi- 
dence. The independence of Scriprure from all other 
revealed Articles is no leſs evident. For that theſe 
Books were indeed written by thoſe perſons whoſe 


names they bear, and theſe perſons highly credible, is 


known by the ſame evidences whereby the Authors, 


and Credibility . of any other Books are known; 1 


mean by the concurrent teſtimony and conſent of all 
ſucceeding Ages, conſidered not as a Collection of 
Men profeſſing the Chriſtian Faith, but as perſons 


devoid neither of common ſenſe, nor e l as they 
i1emſe] 


muſt have been, if they had miſtaken themſelves, or 
deluded us in beheving, and then teſtifying a matter 
of fact fo eaſie to be known, and more eaſie to be 
remembred. Being thus aſſured of the Credibility of 
Scripture, that it was written by ſuch Hiſtorians, 
who really, either performed, or ſaw thoſe Miracles 
which they do atteſt, we cannot but believe theſe 
Miracles; and confequemly, that the Authors and 

| Founders 


2 — , 2 


Founders of the Chriſtian Religion acted by a Divine 
Commiſſion, and may reaſonably command our aſſent 
to their Revelations. Being thus aſſured of the Di- 
vine Authority of the Scriptures, we may probably 
conclude from the nature and end. of them, but moſt 
certainly from their own Teſtimony, that they contain 
all things neceflary to Salvation, and are the only 
Rule of Faith: and all this although we did not yet 
believe any other Article of the Chriſtian Religion. 


On the other fide, Tradition wants every one of 
thoſe Conditions which are neceſſarily required to 
a Rule of Faith. For firſt we can never be aſſured, 
that any Articles were invariably and intirely with- 
out any addition or diminution conveyed down to 
us by Tradition; ſince it hath been in all Times and 
Ages obſerved, that Matters of Fact, much more of 
Belief, not immediately committed to Writing, pre- 
ſently degenerated into Fables, and were corrupted 
by the capricious Malice or Ignorance of Men. No- 
thing can exempt the Tradition of the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion from this Fate, at leaſt from our reaſonable 
ſuſpicions of it, but the Infallibility of that Society 
of Men which conveys down this Tradition. But the 
latter can never be known till this certainty of Tra- 
dition be firſt cleared and preſuppoſed, ſince the Belief 
of this ſuppoſed Infallibility, muſt at laſt be reſolved 
into the ſole truth and certainty of Tradition. 

In the next place, Tradition cannot certainly and 
invariably propoſe the Belief of Chriſtianity to all 
private , perſons. For from whence ſhall this Tradi- 
tion be received? from a Pope, or a Council, or both, 
or from none of theſe, but only the Univerſal Church? 
A 2 | In 
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In every one of theſe Caſes infinite difficulties willoccur, 
which will fingly appear inſuperable: As, who is a true 
Pope, what his intentions in defining were, whe- 
ther he acted Canonically, in what ſenſe he hath de- 
fined? What Councils, whether Oecumenical, Patri- 
archal or Provincial may be ſecurely truſtedꝰ What 
are the neceſſary Conditions and Qualifications of a 
General Council? Whether all theſe Conditions 
were ever obſerved in any Council? What theſe 
Councils are, what they have defined, what is the 
true ſenſe and intention of their Definitions? From 
whom muſt we learn the Belief of the Univerſal 
Church, if Popes and Councils be rejected? From all 
Chriſtians, or only from the Clergy? If from the la- 
ter, whether the aſſent of every member of the Cler- 
gy be required? If not, how great a part may ſafely 
diſſent from the reſt ? From whom the opinion of the 
major part is to be received» Whether from the 
Writings of Doctors, or the teaching of living Paſtors ? 
If from the latter, whether it be ſufficient to hear 
one or a few Pariſh Prieſts, or all, or at leaſt the 
major number are perſonally to be conſulted ? All 
| theſe Difficulties may be branched out into many 
more, and others, no leſs inſuperable, he found out; 
which will render the Propoſal of Religion by way 
of Tradition, if not utterly impracticable, at leaſt, 
infinitely unſafe. 


Thirdly, Tradition is ſo far from being indepen- 
dent on other Articles of the: Chriſtian Faith, that 
the Belief of all other Articles muſt be preſuppoſed 
to it. For ſince all Sects propoſe different Tradi- 
tions, and the truth of none of them is ſelf-evident, 
it muſt firſt be known which is the true _— 
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PREFACE. 
before it can be determined which is the true Tra- 
dition. Now the knowledge of the true Church can 
be obtained only two ways, either from the Truth 
of her Doctrines, or from the external Notes of a true 
Church, It the firſt way, then it muſt firſt be known 
what are the true and genuine Doctrines of Chriſtia- 
nity, the ſtedfaſt belief of which cauſeth this Society - 
to become the true Church. But if the true Church 
be known only from ſome external Notes, theſe 
Notes are either taught by Scripture, or found out 
by the light of Reaſon. If taught by Scripture, then 
the knowledge of the. Divine Authority of Scripture 
is antecedent to the knowledge of the true Church, 
and conſequently independent on it. For other- 
wiſe Scripture will be believed for the Authority 
of the Church, and the Church for the Authority 
of Scripture : which is a manifeſt Circle. Be- 
ſides, in this caſe that grand Article of Belief in the 
Holy Catholick Church will be received not from 
Tradition, but from the Scripture : and conſequently 
Scripture, not Tradition, will be the primary Rule of 
Faith. Laſtly, if the Notes of the Church may be 
found out by Natural Reafon, then to paſs by the in- 
finite Contradictions which would ariſe from ſuch a 
Propoſition, theſe Notes can be no other than Anti- 
quity, Univerſality, Perpetuity, and ſuch like; every 
one of which doth ſome way or other preſuppoſe 
the knowledge of the true Doctrines of Chriſtianity, 
as well as thoſe of the preſent Church. For the end 
of theſe Notes is to compare the former with the lat- 
ter: and conſequently both of them muſt be firſt 
known. 4 2 2 


Laſtly, 
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. Laſtly, It can never be proved that Tradition was 
a gned by God as a Rule of Faith, For this proof 
mult. be taken either from the Scriptures, or from 
Tradition. Not from the firſt , for not to ſay, that 
Scripture is wholly ſilent in this matter, ſuch a ſup- 
poſition would deſtroy it ſelf, and involves a mani- 
feſt Contradiction. For if it be a Point of Faith 
that Tradition is the Rule of Faith, and this Article 
is deduced and received only from Scripture; then 
Scripture is the immediate Rule of one Article of 
Faith, and the mediate Rule of all other Articles ; 
and conſequently Tradition cannot be the Rule of 
Faith. No leſs abſurd is it to imagine any Proof of 
this Article can be drawn from Tradition. For we 
can never be aſſured, the Tradition of this very Article 
is of Divine Authority, and conſequently infallible, 
until we be firſt ſatisfied, that God, by aſſigning Tra- 
dition for a Rule of Faith, conferred Divine Autho- 
rity upon it, which ts the matter now in queſtion. 


Thus have I briefly pointed out ſome Arguments, 
which.prove that Tradition neither is, nor can be 
the Rule of Faith. And indeed all Ages of Chriſtia- 
nity have been ſo far ſatisfied of the truth of this, 
that in all Controverſies the Catholicks no leſs con- 
ſtantly appealed to Scripture , than the Hereticks 
recurred- to Tradition. The pretence of Tradi- 
tion is ſo eaſie, and impoſſible to be refuted by the 
' meaner Chriſtians, that, no wonder if Hereticks al- 
ways took this more compendious way, when to pre- 
tend the Authority of Scripture, would have been too 
palpable and too groſs an impudence. The Standard 
of written Truths continued. always the ſame, and 
could not be univerſally corrupted. —_— Tra- 
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PREFACE. 
dition might ſecurely be adapted to the moſt abſurd 
and contrary Opinions; ſince to effect that Deſign no 
more was required, than the confidence or miſtake of 
Hereticks, pretending to have received their own 
Dreams and Errors, as neceſſary Articles of Faith, 
from their Forefathers. Thus all the Hereticks of the _ 
three firſt Centuries, when the true and genuine Tra= < - 
dition of the Church might much more eafily be 
known, than 1t can be at this day, propoſed their He- 
relies under the venerable name of Apoſtolick, Tra- 
ditions ; which pretence they carried on ſo far, that 4 
they publiſhed the ITzeadtoas, or Traditions of almolt y 
every Apòſtle and Apoſtolick Man, wherein they com- | 
mitted to Writing thoſe revealed Truths, which they 
believed the Apoſtles to have preached, and have left 
unwritten. In vain ſhould the Fathers and Writers of 
the Church have recurred to the true and genuine Tra- 
dition of unwritten Revelations, ſince they could ne- 
ver demonſtrate, that this true Tradition was rather 
to be found among them, than among thoſe Hereticks. 
For many of theſe Heretical Sects were contemporary 
with, or began immediately after the Apoſtles, were 
vaſtly numerous, and ſcattered through the whole 
Church; and conſequently could put in ſo fair a claim 
for Tradition, that no human wit could ever have 
determined the Queſtion, if the Scripture had not- 
been called in, and oppoſed to ſuch junreaſonable pre- 
tenfions. Accordingly Scripture was ever pleaded by 
the Catholicks, and the pretence of unwritten Reve- 
lations derived down by oral / Tradition was then . 
eſteemed as a Characteriſtick Note of Hereticks. Thus "Fe 
S. Auguſtin *, and before him Clemens Alexandringe f, I Lib. Strom. 
complain of the Hereticks of their times; Terty E755 afrin 
lian || aſſures us, it was the uſual evaſion of Hereticks, Here, © 
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PREFACE. 
to decline the Scriptures,and flee to Tradition,pretend- 
ing, that the Apoſtles publiſhed not the Goſpel to all 
People, nor committed all revealed Truths to Wri- 
3 ting, but delivered many Articles of Faith ſecretly to 

approved Men; which Articles were no other than 
their own Hereſies. In the ſame manner the Here- 
F Lib. 3. cc a. ticks, oppoſed by 8. /renens*, were wont, when ur. 
* lib. 2. cap. 3. ged with the Authority of Scripture, and their per- 
$ | fect ſilence as to thoſe Articles which they obtruded 

upon the World, to plead the Imperfection of the 
Holy Scriptures, that they were not intended by 
i God as a Rule of Faith, Becauſè the 
v1 Quia non poſſit ex his (S. Seripturis). Tyuth could not be leayned from them 
indeniri veritas ab his qui neſciunt | OM - 
Traditionem. Non enim per literas by thoſe who were ignorant of Tra- 
rraditam illam ſed per vivam vo- dition, For that the Chriſtian Faith 
1 was not delivered by Writing, but by 
Word of Mouth, or by Oral Tradition. 


W 
Ly, * 
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| To produce but one Example more, Eunomius the 
Heretick in his Apology extant in Manuſcript in 
S. Martin's Library, every where pleadeth the Tradi- 
tion of precedent. Ages, and profeſſeth to follow 
. hs 3 that 7 his ny of Faith. # 
„Ava visier Tos a TOI zg neceſſary (ſaith he +) for thoſe who 
2 N how treat of matters of F 1200 fora be- 
Some via . Larbva fore them the holy Traclition, which 
H —_— bt. 15 hes 4.9%. hath all along obtained from the times 
| Ma age Apologeti. - toe of _ N 8 a Rule and 2 
rologi. „g to make uſe of this accurate Rule to 
| + 6) diy wr egy ry Boho judge of thoſe things which ſhall be 
2 - ſaid. Afterwards propoſing his bla- 
ſphemous Opinion about the Holy Ghoſt, he intro- 
'duceth it with this Preface, Exa&ly. following the 
Doctrine of the Holy Fathers, and receiving it from 


: them, we believe, &c. This 


en 
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This then was the Artifice and Practice of the 
ancient Mereticks, What the Practice of the Ca- 
tholiek Fathers was in oppofing thefe Hereticks, or 
eſtabliſting any neceffary Article of Faith; that they 
accounted Scrrptore to be the only adequate Rule of 

Faith, and to contain in exprefs and plain words 

all things neceſſary to be believed; ofa they re- 

jected all Articles, which could not be thence de- 

duced, as ſpurious and falſe, or at leaſt uncertain 

and est ; and always aſferted the Sufficiency 

of Scripture, f will not here infiſt to prove; ſince 

that Point hath been ſo often handled and cleared « Diſſuaſve 
by the Writers of our Church, more particularly fo» Pepe: 


Par, 2. lib. 1. 


by Biſhop Taylor *, to whom I remit the Reader. 5:7. 2. 


My oy and the Age of that Treatiſe which 
I now publifh, require me to deſcend lower, and 
demonſtrate, that even in latter Ages it was the . 
commonly received Opinion of the Church, that 
Scripture is the Rule of Faith. And this alone 
will as evidently overthrow the Plea of Tradition, 
as if the Conſent of all Ages herein were demon- 
ſtrated. For ſince Tradition is the perpetual Suc- 
ceffion of any Doctrine conveyed down in the 
Church by word of mouth from the Apoſtles to 
this preſent time; if this Succeffion were in any 
Age whatſoever interrupted, it can no more claim 
the Title of Tradition than if it had never been 
believed. So that if it can be proved, the Doctrine 
of Tradition, being the Rule of Faith, was in any 
Age of the Church disbelieved, not only the proof 
this Article from Tradition will fail; but even 
the Article it felf will appear to be evidently falſe. 
For it is not poſſible _ radition ſhould be = 
| Rule 
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| Rule of *gith, if that very Article, that Tradition 


is the Rule of Faith, were not delivered down by 
an uninterrupted ſucceſſion of Belief: for then it 
would not be the Rule of that very Article, Be- 
ſides, it is abſurd, that the Church of any Age ſhould 
have power of declaring what the Tradition of 
Faith is, and conſequently of fixing the Rule of 
Faith, and yet be fo far from being conſcious of 
any ſuch power inherent in her, that ſhe disbelieved 
it, Not to ſay, that if at any time Tradition was 
not believed by the Church to be the Rule of 


Faith, and yet at the ſame time divers Articles of 


Faith were defined by the Church, Tradition muſt 
neceſſarily ever fince have ceaſed to be the Rule of 


Faith; ſince otherwiſe all Definitions of the Church 


muſt indifferently be admitted, made by her both 
when ſhe followed, and when ſhe deviated from 
the Rule of Faithz and conſequently the Faith of 
all private Chriſtians muſt be ſubjected to infinite 
uncertainty... _ | | 


Now to prove that the Tradition of this Article 
was in 'any Age of the Church interrupted and 
diſcontinued, it is not neceſſary, that all members 
of the Church ſhould then agree in the disbelief 
of it, that no Doctors ſhould believe Tradition to 
be the Rule of Faith, or none maintain the Inſuf- 
ficiency of Scriptuge. It is ſufficient, that ſome 
Divines of great name, who lived and died in the 
Communion of the Church, were ever held in 
great eſteem both for Piety and Learning, and ne- 
ver cenſured by. the Church for any erroneous, O- 
pinions, much leſs. for Hereticks, that fome ſuch, 
E fay, disbelieved this Article, and maintained 

: Oh ; Scri- 
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Scripture to be the Rule of Faith. For if any ſuch 
were, then the contrary Opinion could not be the 
belief of the univerſal Church, much leſs an Ar- 
ticle of Faith. That there were ſuch Doctors I 
ſhall immediately prove, by producing their own 
Words; and thereby demonſtrate my intended pur- 

ſe. And not only ſo, but farther ſhall therewith 
render it highly probable, that it was the generally 
received Opinion of the Church at that time, that 
Scripture, not Tradition, is the Rule of Faith, by 
all thoſe: Arguments, which a queſtion of this Na- 
ture will admit, I mean by the authority of the 
moſt eminent Writers, and publick practice of the 
Church in Councils. For it cannot be imagined, 
that ſo many Learned Perſons, eſteemed, as it were, 
the Oracles of their Times, and Pillars of the Church; 
ſhould either be ignorant of the Doctrine of the 
Church, touching the Fundamental Principle of 
Faith, 'or if willfully oppoſing it, ſhould obtain, or 
conſerve to themſelves ſo great a Reputation; or 
that the General Councils of that time ſhould, in 
their Seſſions and Diſputations, permit the Suffi- 
ciency of Scripture to be laid down as an uncontro- 
verted Principle, without giving ſome check to fo 
grand an Error. 


That the Church therefore in the fifteenth Age 
did generally believe the Scripture to be the Rule 
of Faith, and contain all things neceſſary to Salva- 
tion, may be. evidently demonſtrated from this 
Treatiſe which I now publiſh. The Author of 
which was far the moſt Eminent and Learned 
Biſhop of the Church of England in his time; a 
perſon, who, as himſelf aſſures us, had ſpent more 
HR B 2 than 
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than twenty years in writing Controverſial Books a- 


gaiuſt the Lollards, when he compoſed this Treatiſe; 


and who every where giveth manifeſt proof of his 
great Learning, So eminent a perſon cannot be ſu 


ſed to have been ignorant of the general Belief of the 


Chnrch in his time, concerning the Rule of Faith ; 
nor will his apparent zeal for the Intereſt of the 
Church, permit us to believe, that he wilfully op- 

the Doctine of the Church, in whoſe Ser- 
vice he employed the greateſt part of his life; or 
that when he ſo zealouſly pleaded the Cauſe of 
the Church againſt the Lollards, he ſhould himſelf 
depart from the Church in her principal Article, 
and therein become a Lollard. Since therefore he 
plainly aſſerts and teacheth, that Scripture is the 
Rule of Faith, this undeniably proves, that the belief 
of this Propoſition, was not, in the time of our 


Author, accounted any part of Lollardiſm, or ſup- 


oſed Herefie z but rather eſteemed an Article of 
Catholick Belief, at leaſt, an Article which miphe 
be freely diſputed, without violating the Deffni- 
tions, or diſſenting from the univerſal Belief of the 
Church. And indeed our Author in the beginnin 
of this Diſeourſe aſſureth us, that the Doctors o 
his time diſagreed in determining, whether the 
Church or Seripture were chiefly to be reſpected in 
the reſolution of Faith. 


One thing may be objected _ the Authority 
of our Author; That he was forced, by the ruling 
Clergy, to recant ſeveral Opinions and Doctrines 
taught by him, as erroneous; . and conſequently, 
that he cannot be eſteemed a Doctor of the Church. 
But here not to ſay , that the ſentence of two or 


> - three 
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three partial Biſhops (for ao dre eondeiined Hirt) 
is not to be accounted the Judpment bf the Church 
of England, this very Ræcantatioh addetft no fall 
ſtrength to our Argument. For when the malice of 
his Enemies obliged him to recant all thoſe Do- 
&rines which they eſteerhed to be Erroneous, the 
took no notice of his having aſſerted Scripture 

be the only Rule of Faith, nor obliged him to re. 
cant that Propofition 3 a manifeſt Argument that it 
was not then accounted either heretical of erro- 
neous, or contrary to the received Doctrine of the 
Church; fince othewiſe they would not have failed 
to place it in the front of his Recantation, as an 
Error of an higher degree, and greater cotiragion, 
than any of thoſe for which he ſtobd condenitied ; 
which, in truth, were ſo far from being Hefeſſes, 
that they were all at that time maintaitted by thay 
eminent Divines, who revert wete cenſured by the 
Church, and ſome of them fo Far true, that 50 


Learned Man of the Church of Rome will at this 


day deny them. And this alfo fully cfears our Au. 


thor from any ſuſpicion of Lolardiſm , of ſectet | 


inclination to it, —4 4 


That he was not fingular herein, defended” tio - 
Paradox, nor oppoſed any Doctrine of the Church; 


I come next to prove: The School Divinity wasar 
that time univerſally received in the CHutch of 


Rome, taught in all Univerſities and Schools, a 99 
92 


long uſe become in great meaſure the Pöctrine 
the Church. The moſt famous and celebrated Author 


of this Divinity was 8. Thomas Aquinas, whoſe Wri- 
tings were then in all Mens hands, uniyerfally ap- 


plauded, and religiouſly embraced. Some few Divities 


indeed : 


F 
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: PREFACE. 
indeed diſſented from him, and followed the Sy- 
ſtem of Scots; but this Diſagreement reſpected 


not the Rule of Faith, nor indeed any material poĩut 


of Divinity, but only ſeme abſtracted Notions 
and Scholaſtick Niceties of Divinity. The Doctrine 
therefore of Aqzina is to be eſteemed the general 
opinion of the Divines and Writers of thoſe times. It 
cannot be here objected againſt the force of our Ar- 
gument, that the ſame Divinity is yet retained and 
taught in moſt Popiſh Countries, although the Do- 
ctrine of the Scriptures Sufficiency be rejected. 


The Method of Reaſoning and Diſputing is now 


infinitely altered among the Writers of the Roman 
Church from what it was before the Reformation. 


Before that time they made no difficulty to ac- 


knowledge and even urge the neceſlity of Refor- 


mation; whereas now the Honour of their Church 


obligeth them to declare it both unneceſſary 
and unlawful. . While Scripture was yet locked up 
in an unknown Tongue, and removed from the 
knowledge of the Laity, (who were then pene- 
rally very ignorant_) they were not aſhamed to make 
confident Appeals, for the Truth of their Doctrine 
to the Holy Scriptures. When that Veil was re- 
moved, the Scriptures tranſlated, and the World be- 
come more intelligent and inquiſitive, ſome other 
Artifice was tobe found out, which might preſerve 
the Credit of antient Errors, and defend them from 
the ſilence and oppoſition of Scripture. To this end 
no ſtratagem could conduce more than the conſtant 
Artifice of all Innovators in Religion, the Plea of 
Tradition. Before that, leiſer Artifices could hide 
the Deformity of their Errors, and while ignorant 
Chriſtians could be ſecurely miſled with — and 

5 ome- 
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ſometimes fooliſh Interpretations of Scripture, while 
Ecce duos gladios was thought ſufficient ta evince 
the coercive Power of the Pope over temporal , 
Princes, and Arabayt boves, juxta comedebant aſini, 
could effectually perſwade the Laity intirely to re- 
Ggn up their Judgments to the Direction of the 
Clergy, there was no need of any deſperate Reme- 
dy ; but when perſons became ſo far inquiſitive, as 
to inquire into Reaſons of Things, and demand ſome 
better Authority for the belief of Articles impoled 
on them; nothing leſs than the arrogant pretence of 
an infallible Tradition could ſecure and palliate the 
contradiction of impoſſible Propoſitions. 4 
Too prove therefore Aquinas his Doctrine concern- 
ing the Rule of Faith, to have been intirely agree- 
able to that of our Author, I will go no farther 
than his Sum of Divinity, the moſt famous and 
beſt known ok all his Works. In the beginning of 
it laying down the Principles upon which Divinity 
and the proofs of Religion ought to proceed: he 
faith +; That this Holy Doctrine uſeth - 3 
the Authority of hs: ft as extra- 2 0 They 
23 


e048, and only probab but the Au- gue ra * ee | 
f 71 ; ilibus, auctoritatibus autem Cano 
#horities of Holy Scripture as properly 1 85, — — 


belonging to her, and concluding neceſſa- ſtate argument Hilo, auftoritati- 

rily (or infallibly) bus the Authorj- bus autem allorum — 3 

%%% Tele reds Tens 
properly indeed belonging to ber, but revelations Apoſtolis e Prophetis a- 
concludin only probably. For our Faith 5 . = of "ge | 
is founde upon the Revelation made to alli, Doctoribus facta. unde dicit 
the Apoſtles aud Prophets, who wrote Auein·,⅜ in epijtoli ad Hier. . 
the Canonical Books of Scripture, aud 1 9 1 8. 

not upon any Revelation made to other Docłore, if 

ang ſuch there be. Whence S. Auguſtin ſaith in his 

„„ | Epiſtle. 


<q * V * = * 
* #2 4 * Y s a 
* 


Bbiſtie to . Hierom, To rhe Books of Seripture only, 


which ate called Canonical, have I learned to pay this 
hortonr, that ] ſhould moft firmly believe none of their 
Anthors to have erred in any thing in compoſing them, 
In the two next Articles it is inquired, whether Ho- 


ly Scripture may uſe Metaphors, and contain di- 


verſe fenfes under one and the ſame Letter. In both 


places the Objections are thus formed. Theſe Qua- 


fities would be incongrnous to a Rule of Faith; 
but the Scripture is the Rule of Faith. This laſt Pro- 
poſition is no where reinforced in the Objections, 
but laid down as an uncontroverted Principle, 
Aquinas in anſwering them, no where denies Scripture 
to be the Rule of Faith, but endeavours to take off 
the incongraity. of a metaphoricat and ambiguous 
Style to the Rule of Faith; and in anſwer to both 

Objections hath theſe words. 4. 


* Non tamen ex hoc aliquid deperit *. Þ ; 
S. Scripture ; quia\nibil ſub ſpiri- thoagh Metaphors and Allegories be 


tuali ſenſu continetur fide neceſſa- found in Scr iptur e, yet doth Holy 
rium, quod Scrip tar per literaltm Scripture ſuffer no detriment Or im- 


ſenſum alicubi manifeſte non tradat. 


Art. 10. 


+ De Deo dicere-non debtmus, quod 


20 


perfection thereby. For notbing ne- 
ceſſary to Faith is contained al the 
bidder 4775 which Seripture doth not - ſomewhere ma- 

deliver in the literal ſenſe. Afterwards being 
about to difpate of Cod, and the Myſteries of the 
Trinity, and Incarnation, be propaſeth this as a 
moſt certain and undoubted Priticiple, That + we 
Macher! onght to affirm nothing of God, which 


J. 8. Seer non invenitir, vel per if vet Jound int Holy Scripture, either 
verba, vel per ſenſum. qu. 36. Art. 2. In words or in ſenſe: conformably to 


EY what the Maſter of Sentences, . and 
Founder of the School Divinity had before 
taught; who inquiring what Merhod is to be 
obſerved in treating of the Trinity, anſwers, 


That 


"1 


* 
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That * it awuſt in the firſt place be demonſtrated according I 
to the Authorities of. Holy Scriptare, , Frind, ſecindim- authoritates gan- 


whether the Chriſtian Faith teacheth ii gun Scripurarum; utrim fides ita f 


or not, and in what manner. baleat, demonſflrandum. Statent. Ab. 1. 
q Diſt. 2. (kh: 3. a ü 


But to return to Aquinas, he aſſerteth Scripture: to be 
the Rule of Faith in many other places of his Summ. 


Thus diſputing f of the nature and properties of the f x. : 44105; 


New Law or Covenant, he inquires whether it be a . 2. 
written Law. in reſolving of this Queſtion he oppo- 
ſeth not the written Law to Tradition, but to the Law - 
written, in the Hearts of Men, by the virtue and opera- 
tion of the. Holy Ghoſt; and at Jaſt concludeth thus : 
The New Law is principall that very | : 
race of the Holy * which is writ- I Lex nous principaliter ih gratia eſt 
ten in the Hearts of the Faithful; but — 3 — — | 
ſecondarily it is the written Law, in as ti traduntur ills, que vel ad gratiam 


much as thoſe things are delivered in ont , wi ad ſun ipfius gratis 
it which box diſpoſe to Grace, or re- _ 3 

ſpe@ the uſe of that Grace. Here the very nature of this 

Queſtion, and compariſon of the Written with the New 

Law, ſuppoſeth that the whole Syſtem of revealed. 

Truths is contained in the written Law: and leſt we 

ſhould doubt of. this ſuppoſition, the latter part of the 

Paſſage now cited plainly determines it. t to pro- 

ceed, Aquinas often reneweth this ſuppoſitioff;z and at 

laſt comparing the Old with the New Teſtament, he de- 


termine :* A thines which are | 3 
ermines thus A 4 e * Omnia que credenda traduntur in No- 


plainly and explicitely delivered to be , Teſtamento' explicitè & apertè, tra- 


believed in the New Teſtament, are de duntur credenda in Viteri Tiſtamento, 


> : ; ſed implicite & ſub figuria, & - 
livered alſo to be believed in the Old dan bo etiam 3 


Teſtameni , but implicitely and obſcurely. nova continetur in veteri. Ibid. Art. 3. 


' Andin this reſpe@ alſo as to maiters of 


Belief, the new Law is contained in the old. But if all 
matters of Belief in, the new —_ be contained in u. 
| O 
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* * #d primum ergo dicendun, quid veri- 


Old Teſtament; and whatſoever is contained in the 

Old Teſtament, is N and explicitly taught in the 
New Teftament : then the New Teſtament doth not 
only contain all matters of Belief in the New Law, but 
alſo, which is more conſiderable, propoſeth them clear- 
ly and explicitly. He intimates the fame no lefs mani - 

+ feſtly, when he teacheth, That + Mar is bound expli- 


ERA bomo explicit? eredere omnes citly tob elieve all the Articles of Faith - 


dei articulos, implicite verò quecungque but implicit ly whatſoever is delivered in 


in ſacr& traduntur Scripturk. a. 2. 21:1» Holy Scripture. Here he manifeſtly 
at. 5o Cones. ſuppoſeth Scripture, not Tradition, 
to be the Rule of all Articles of Faith. Otherwiſe he 

was obliged by all the Laws of Reaſon to conclude, 

that an implicit Belief, not of all things delivered by 
Scripture, but of all delivered by Tradition is required. 

But the moſt conſiderable Teſtimony of Aquinas is 
yet behind. For inquiring whether the Articles of 

Faith be conveniently diſpoſed in the Creed, he for- 
20 „ meth this Objection againſt ir, I 
| Videtwr quod inconeniontar in 0 Go that the Articles of Faith 
fats in Symbolo ponantar. Sacra enim a ; E 

Scriptura of regula fidei cui nec addere are inconveriently N04 in Creed. 
nec ſubſtrabere licet. Dicitur ein, &. For Holy Seripture is the Rule of Faith; 
Gp to which it isnnlawful either to add or to 
take away. For it is ſaid Deut. IV. Te ſhall not add to the 

word which I ſpeak unto you, nor take away from it. 

Therefore it was unlamful to compoſe another Creed, in man- 

ner of a Rule of Faitb, aſter the Promulgation of the Rule o 

. * Faith,Herecertainly,ifever,wasafair occaſion preſente 

to deny Scripture to be the Rule of Faith. But Aquiras is 
fo far from doing it, that he allows it, and endeavours to 
prove, that the Compofure of a Creed doth not neceſſa- 
rily include either any Addition to, or diminution from 
— For thus - —— * To © 
Cee Ju nuns. this Obje#ion it is to be anſwered, that 
a er, Lidl ffn. the truth of Faithis diffuſely contained 
| | 5 im 
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14 Holy Seriptures, aud divers ways, aud ciſium i it ſevtentits $. Scripture 
in ſome — obſcurely e ſo that to col» {71 7 TNT Fn. 1 
le the true Faith out of Scriptese, a dam: quod quidit nin. ef ad 
long Study and Exerciſe is required, to z ce ft potins ex S. — 
which all thoſe cannot arride who. are ET on 
weceſſarily obliged to believe the truth of Faith, ſince many , 
of them, taken up with other buſineſs, cannot attend to ſtu- 
y. Therefore it was. meccſſaty that ſomewhat manifeſt 
d ſummarily be collected ont of the ſentences of Holy 
_ Scripture, which might be propoſed to all to be believed: 
which indeed was not added to Holy Scriptare, bat rather 
taken ont of Holy Scripture. | 5 
I have uſed the greater diligence in repreſenting the 
Doctrine of Aquinas, becauſe he beareth not ny Ar | 
Teſtimony, but carrieth a numerous train of School 
Divines along with him, I proceed now to the Wri- 
ters of the fifteenth Age, rs — to our Author, - 
premiſing only the Authority of a Learned and Judi- . 
ctous Canoniſt of the precedent Age. This was Mar- 
filius Patavinus, Profeſſor at Padua, and Privy Coun- 
ſellor to Lewis the Emperor: who aſſerteth, + That 
we are bonnd to believe the Pope and 3 8 5 
Biſhops fo have received fach # Power — lie 2 —— 
and Aut hority from Chriſt, as we can qualem yer verbs Seripruns fibi tradita 
evince from the Words of Scripture, ff gal. + 2%" eee eee 
was conferred on them, and no other, © 32 f 
But he more plainly afterwards decides the Queſtion, 
when he layeth down this Propofition. || To no Speech or 
Writing are we bound to give certain Tot 3 5 
faith and eredeure, or acknowledge them E 42 fel — 
to be pom upon ray of —_— fark —.— — wif is Ju Cane 
except to thofe w Cn. AT OT 20 OI”. 
ol that is, which are contained in the —__ 1 
Volume of 1b Bible. 
In the beginning of —— Age the cn 
| 2 
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5 „of Conſtance was held: which, as eas Syloius af. 
1 F T dei ur founded all their Decrees and Definitions 
| taub ante nd. upon the Authority of Holy Scripture. + The moſt emi- 
| 1 | nent Divine in that Council, and indeed of all Chriſten: 
. ä dom, at that time, was Jobn Gerſon , Chantellor of 
| Paris; who, by the unanimous Delegation of all the 
þ Biſhops, drew up the Decrees of the Council; a per. 
Et . fon of that Eminence and Repute, that by reaſon of 
| the known Conformity between his Opinions and the 
received Doctrines of the Church, he was uſually ſtyled, | 
| The moſt Chriſtian Doctor; and when the Bohemians | 
| - declined the Authority of the Council, Cardinal Za- 

TH barella could oppoſe no Argument to them more plau- 
| | fible than the Reputation and Fame of Gerſon. To find” 
| out therefore the received Opinion of the Church in 

his time, he ought in the firſt place to be conſulted. 
| Thus then he — : f Holy _ 
{ ls 6 | 1 ule of Faith; againſt which, 
Aua lat lde 2 h aaa: rightly underfiood, no authority or 

$ — fo rk Sr. Hee reguia reaſon of any Man whatſoever is 10 
k leis ques impugnare conemur. Traft.con be admitted. Neither is any Cuſtom, 
| tra Herefin de commun. ſub utraque ſpe- C onſtitution or Obſervation valid, if it 
| rn. be proved to be contrary to Holy Scri- 
| iure. This Rule is a common Foundation both to ws, and 
* thoſe Hereticks, againſt whom I now diſpute. He was 
21 N then diſputing againſt the Bobemiaus, the Followers of 

Fe - Huſſe and Wicliff, whom all know to have aſſerted Scri- 
pture to be the Rule of Faith. In another place he 
hath theſe words. In examining Dodrines it muſt be 
firſt. and principally inquired, whether the Doctrine be 
conformable-to Holy. Scripture as well in it ſelf, as in its 
circumſtances. This 1 manifeſt from the authority of 
| S. Dionylius; who pronounceth thus: Me muſt not dare to 
9 | | teach any thing of Divine Matters, except what is deli. 
vered to us in Holy, Scripture, Of which the —_— i 


* 
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. this 3 becauſe Scripture was delivered 
to ½ as a ſufficient and infallible 
Rule for the Government of the whole 
Body of the Church, and the members 
of it, even to the end of the World. 
Scripture therefore is an Art, 'a Rule, 
and a Copy of that Nature; that any other 
Doctrine not conformable to it, is either 
to be rejected as heretical, or ſuſpected; 
or at leaſt to be eſteemed no part of Re- 


Nibil zudendum dicere de divinis, niſ 
que nobis d Scripturd ſacr4 tradita ſunt. 
Cujus ratio eft quoniam Scriptura nbi 
tradita eft tanquam regula ſuffetiens & - 
infallibilis pro regimi.e totins Eccleſot> 
ſlits corporis & membrorum u[que in 
nen ſeculi- Eſt igitur talis ars, 
talis reguls vel exemplar, cui ſe non cun- 
formans alia doctrin : vel abjiciends eſt, 
ut hereticalis, aut ſaſpecta; aut imper= 
tinens ad religionem prorſus eſt babenda. 
Saſpect a eſt omnis revelatio, quam nou 
confirmat lex & prophets cum Evangelio.- 
Alioquin, &. De Examinat. Doftrin, 


ligion, nor belonging to it. Every Re- F. a. 70m 1. 5. 344. 
velation is ſuſpected, which the Law and the Prophets, 
with the Goſpel, do not confirm. Otherwiſe they are ra- 
ther to be eſteemed the Deluſions of Devils, or rather the 
Capricio's of Mens Brains, than Revelations. To ſuch 
Idiot that ſaying of Chriſt may Juſily be objeFed: Te err, 
not knowing the Scriptures. ' But ſome will ſay: From 
the beginning of the Goſpel to this day ſome wholeſom Do- 
&rines are found in the Mouths and Writings of Men, 
which the Holy Scripture doth not contain. I anſwer, that. 
Scripture contains theme, all according to ſome degrees of 
Catholic Truths. Laſtly, diſputing of thoſe Articles 
of Faith, whichare neceſſary ro be believed, he deter- 


mines thus: * It is maniſeſt, that the 


Canon of the Bible is the whole reveal- 


ed Law of God; whoſe Literal Aſſer- 


tions are founded upon this one only li- 


* Conſtat autem quod Canon Bibliz lex 
eſt Dei per revelationem babita, cujus 
Aſſertiones literales innituntur huic unico 
literali ixcipio. Declarat. verit. qu 
credenda ſunt de neceſſt,-ſalut. Jom. 1. p. 


teral Principle. | 40% 

At the ſame time Nicolas Clemangis, Doctor of the 
Sorbon, was held in great repute for his extraordina- 
ry Learning and Piety: who, treating of the Rule of 
Faith, and Authority of General Councils, placeth 
the firſt in Seripture, and denieth the latter to be in- 


fallible in theſe words: 4 But 
although the Amthority of the Church 


+ Lictt autem Ecciiſiæ militantis aut bo- 
ritas fit maxima, &c. non illi tahun 


Militant . 


Kos oportet Cut -videtur) tri tis He 
wy 0 oe 7 ö Tae f 
& impttcahilis, que ſepe, ut nöſti & 
fallt & fallitur.— Mixum ſand rin i 


ſpecit ſatis vilitiy, quod autboritatem 


peregrinantts bn terrd Eecleſiæ aut hori- 
tati videtur Evangelis anteponere: c in 
multis ilta falls poſit, illud omnins ne- 
« quaquam pot: & cum ipſins Eccleſæ 
authoritas quantum ad ipſius radicem & 
Fand ament um maxim? ex Evangelio con- 
fttt, c. Diſput. de nat triã Cone. Gen. 
5. 61, 62, Lugd. Bat. 16 13. 
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Militant be very. great, which found. 
ex abom a firm Rock cannot be ſhaken, 
and againſt which. the Gates of Fell 


ſhall never bt able to prevail : 3 we 


ought not (as it ſhould ſeem) to aſcribe 
to if the Titles of the Church Triuns- 
2 as that it 3s infallible and im- 
peccable ; which, as you know, 
both doth deteive „ and 3 * 


| II ſeemeth indeed very odd, that 
any one ſhould prefer the Authority of the Church Mits- 
tant to the Authority of the Goſpel, whenas the Church 
may err in many things, the Goſpel cannot in the leaſt : 
and the Authority of the Church it * * to e Gromnd 
and Foundation of it is chiefly de m the Goſpel. 
Nay, the very Inſtitution, Power and Edification of the 


' Church can no way ſo expreſly and certainly be known, as 
from the Goſpel, But, as 1 — it can by no method 
(1 


4. ſo certainly OS — the — * 

e of greater Authority, as this Caſe, when 
115 Chil f defineth any thing 2 as the 1 
know indeed that this cannot be, (This is to be under 
ſtood of the Belief and received Doctrine of the Uni- 
verſal Church, not of the Decrees of tlie Repreſenta- 
tive Church. Otherwiſe Clemangis will moſt fooliſbly 
contradict himſelf.) However, that we may the better 


find out the truth, let ws put this Cafe, Do you imagin, 


that in that caſe &. Auguſtin would have rejected the Do- 
ctrine of the Goſpel, and adhered io the 3 of the 
Church? No ſarcly. Where he proceeds at large to 
urge this Argument, and thereby to aſſert the Supe- 
riority of the Scriptures Authority to that of the 
Church. 7 

Before the middle of this Century flöuriſned 7howss 
Waidenſis, Provincial of the Carmelites, and Confeſſor 


co 
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PREFACE a 
to two Kings of England, Henry V. and Henry VI. ſuc- LET 


ceſfively, generally accounted the moſt Lea | 
* Champion of the Papal 
inſt the Lollards and other ſuppoſed Here. 


Man of his Age, and the 
Cauſe a 


rned Engliſh 


ticks of his time, againſt whom he writ a large and ela. 
borate Work; which was in a particular manner con- 
firmed and approved by a ſpecial Bull of Pope. Mar- 
tin V. Therein propoſing an intire Syſtem of Divinity, 


he layeth down the Su 


tency of Scripture as'a molt 


certain Principle in three whole Chapters; + out of + porrinuis 


which I will prodnce ſome few 
therefore of all Articles neceſſa 

the complete Sy 
theſe words ; They who || yet believe the 
Canon of Scripture to be imperfect, and 


ro 


that it may yet be augmented by the Au- 
of the Church, do F wo with the 


is e 
ems expet the fulneſs of 
nuder a Jemi 52 

notice of that famous Pafſage of 
S8. Auguſtin, I would nat believe the 


" Goſpel, anteſt the Authority of the Ca- 
. Charch perſwaded me. And 


me, perhaps 


He then takes 4 


ges. Diſ puting dei antiqua. 
© . . Tom. I, lib. 3, 
be believed, and ,,.2>,:1,22. 


ſtem of Chriſtian Faith, he uſeth 


i adhae credunt Scripturarum Ca- 
nonam àuperfectun, & poſſe adbuc - 
ceri per aut horit atem Ecclefie, cum Ju- 
di 2 expect ant, Ju- 
daico forſan ſub Meſſin. cap, 2 | 
Nec tames hic laudo ſupercilium quod qui- 
attollunt, volentes occaſione bujus 
dicti dieretum patrum in Eccleſid majo- 
14s efſe auctoris & culnixis & ponderis, 
4a fit auctorit as Scripturarum. Quod 
quiden non tam ineytum videtur quam ſa- 
taum : miſt talis quiz ict, & c. cap. 2 1. 


f 
giveth this Anſwer ro it: I do not approve the arro: 


ance of ſome Writers, who upon occaſton of this place: 
2 Decrees of Biſhops 3m the Church 4 be of — 
er Weight, 2 and Dignity, than is the Authority of 
the Scriptmes. Which indeed ſeemeth not ſo fooliſh as 
mad : unleſs ſuch an one would ſay Philip were greater than 


Chriſt 5 when he induced Nathanael to believe that Chriſt 


was he 
a 


not have at that time perceived it. 


Authority, ſince it ſerveth only to bear teſtimony 
and of his Laws, is of leſs Dignity than the. 


whom Moſes writ in the Law and the Prophets: 
without his Authority (or Admonition) be wonld- 


All Fecleſraſtical 
of. Cbriſt, 
Laws of, 

Chriſt, 


rieęgi. Iba. 


d Y RET ACA ä 
| - Chriſt, and muſt neceſſarily ſubmit to the Holy Scriptures. 
| 7 ee 77K Tren ( fa allegorize, 
when he introduced the Samaritan Woman to repreſent the 
univerſal Church: which Woman, when the Citizens of 
Samaria heard preaching Chriſt, they were induced to be- 
lieve on him, Gc. This Paſlage clearly repreſents. to us 
the Opinion of err 5 to have been, that by the at- 
teſtation of the Church, the Divine Authority of the 
Scripture is known : which being once known, all 
matters of Belief, and Articles of Faith are to be learn- 
ed from the Scripture ; juſt. as Philip induced. Na- 
thanael, and the Samaritan Woman her Neighbours to 
believe Chriſt to be a Divine Perſon : of the truth 
of which, when once ſatisfied, they learned not the 
Rules of Life, or Articles of Faith from Philip, or the 
Woman, but received both from Chl himſelf. And 
therefore Maldenſis ſubjoyns, That the Authority of the 
Scripture is far ſuperior to the Authority of all Doctors, 
even of the whole Catholick, Church ; and that although 
the Catholic Church ſhould atteſt and confirm their Au- 
thority; that the Authority of all latter Men ( following 
the Apoſtles) and Churches ought to be ſubmitted to the Au- 
 thority of the holy Canon, * 125 i That * the 
Fa , former i ſubjected to the latter, as a 
ve 4 = pt nnd groin 2 2 to a Judge, and a teſtimony 
preconizatio definttiont, & 'fieut præco to the truth; as a promuleation to a Law, 
| and as an Herald toa King, As a te- 
ſtimony therefore is no farther to be regarded than as it 
Is true, a promulgation invalid, when it either inerea- 
ſeth or mutilates the Law; and an Herald not to be 
obeyed when he exceeds the Commiſſion of the King: 
ſo the Decrees, Definitions and Doctrines of the Church 
are no longer to be reſpected, than as they are exactly 
conformable to the Scripture, and deduced from it. 
Upon this account Maldenſis teacheth in the next 
| | Chapter, 
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PREFACE D 

Chapter, That the Church cannot: ſuperadd any nem Ar- Cop. 23. 
— Faith to the Seriptare: and that the: Faith' 
from the times of John the Evangelift' (who writ the 
laſt Book of Scripture) receiveth no increaſe. And 
therefore applieth to the Books of Canonical Scripture, / 
the meaſure-of the new City of God made by the An- 
gel in the XXI. Chapter of the Revelations 3 That as. 
the circuit of that City conſiſted of ſo many miles, nei- 
ther more nor leſs ; ſo the whole Syſtem of Chriſtian 
Faith and Divine Revelations is completed and contain- 
ed in ſo many Books of Scripture; and can receive no 
farther Addition. Laſtly, ſhewing how many ways 
the Knowledge of the Catholick Truth may be at- „ 
tained, he faith, * 7t may be abtained „ _ 
beſt of all, and moſt certainly from the yg; cones. 2g be. 
Canonical Scripture, He proceeds to ndl adindubian veritaten, (ed plus a- 
prove this from the Authority of . 1% 
S. Avgnſtin, and then concludes; See e 
four mays of coming to the undonbted Truth, but more or 
leſs certain : of which the firſt and.moſt.certain is by the 
Holy Scriptures : the reſt tting only an Hiſtorical 
and uncertain knowledge of the Articles of Religion, 
However theſe Doctors already mentioned were of 

great authority, and ſufficiemily declare the common 
Doctrine of the Church in their time ; yet the practice 
and judgment of General Councils will give us greater 
aſſurance of it. Two General Councils were held at 

the ſame time in this Age, the one at Baſil, the other at 
Florence. In both together the whole Weſtern Church 
was preſent by its Repreſentatives; and in that of Flo- 
rence the Eaſtern alſo. Theſe two Councils indeed 
thundered out Excommuriicatians one againſt the other; 
yet both-agreed in ufing Scripture as the Rule of their 
Definitions, and in all. * 1 [ laid that down = 
_ #52 common uncontroverted Principle. I begin with | 
the Council of Bel; wherein Johannes de Raguſio, a 

D 8 


Learned 
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Learned Dominican,\by-the- appointment of the Bi- 
ſhops, diſputed publickly in the year 14331 ggainſt the 
Bohemians about Communion under both kinds. Here 


„ magnifying the Authority of the Church, he urgeth 


this Argument chiefly, that without the Atteſtation of 
the Church, the Divine Authority of the Setipture can- 
not be known; and conſequently, that the Authority 
of the Church is antecedent to the knowledge even of 
the Rule of Faith, and therefore the firſt Principle of 
the . For thus 9 4 — that 
1 1 . The aforeſaid Article ( the exiſtence of 
ag wo nal meer tern]. az. one holy Catholick Church ir the 
reſolvuntur, manifejtum eft : quie ſi du» firſt of all others, into which all others 


bitatio circa alios articulos contingit Wy ; f 
ſtatin ad ſecvam Seripturam veluti ad are reſolved,” is manifeſt.” For if any 


certiſimam e inobliquabilem regulam doubt ariſe concerning any other Ar- 
22 e FC Progeey . ticles, recourſe is immediately made by 
biis veritas eluctſcit.— Niſ autem Eccle- common conſent to the Holy Scrigture, 
ſe exiſtentia ſciatur; nulla eft Scriptu= pg to 4 moſt certain and meal Nee; 
ræ aut horitas. Concil. Jom. XII. pos eee ding to the Toſtimony o f Sorin 
| pture the Truth is cleared, and all Doubts removed. 

For unleſs the Exiſtence of the Church be known, | Scripture 

hath no. Authority, Whether this Argument be valid 

and concluſive, concerns not my preſent” purpoſe.” It 

is ſufficient,” that he aſſumes this Propoſition, Scripture 

_ & the Rule of Faith; as an undoubted Principle common 

to both Parties. However, if-by a Church in thisplace 

he meant no more than a Society of credible Perſons, 

* Whoſe unanimous atteſtation of a matter of Fact ought 

to be received, the Argument will be good and valid. 

And that he meant no more, I am induced to believe; 

Precipze & becauſe, immediately after, diſputing of the Authority 
25 ſme" of a Church properly ſo called, he acknowledgeth the 
ritate S. Seri. proof of this Article is to be taken from Holy Scripture, 


be. . 1025. However, theſe words cannot infer the Doctrine at this 


day received in the Church of Rome; ſinee they ex- 
preſly aſſert the Scripture to be the Rule and Judge of 
4 all 
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all Articles of Faith, faving this one of the Exiſtence 

the Church ; and attribute to the Church Bp more — 

the power of bringing us to the knowledge of the Scri- 

pture, which thenceforward is to be uſed as our only 

Rule and Guide. He proceeds to lay down ſeveral: 
Suppoſitions, as Foundations and Poſtulates of his ſub- 

ſequent Determinations. Of theſe the ſixth is conceived 

in theſe words: || Faith and all things neceſſary to Sal- 

vation, a: well Matters of Belief, as of | 

Pradice, are founded in the literal ſenſe | — 72 — gu cone 
of Holy Scripture ) and from thence agenda fundantw yg calls. . 
only 


may Arguments be drawn to prove bt & ex ipſo ſolo. argumentatio ſu- 
N P mitur ad probandum ea que fidei — 


thoſe things which are of Faith, and of nut 
5400 to Salvation. The LG f — 5 in ſenſa 
Suppoſition is this: Holy Scripture mary roots intelletia eft infal- 
in he literal Joe well and ſoundly un- nnn. 
der ſtood, is the infallible and moſt ſufficient Rule of Faith. 
This he doth not only ſuppoſe, but alſo proveth with 
divers Arguments ; of which the ſecond. is this: * If 
Holy Scripture, were not a ſufficient Rule 5 
of Faith, it would follow, that the Ho- „ = — — 40 leu fel 
Z Ghoſt, who is the Author of it, bad e 
eee delivered it; which is by no means to be 
thought of God, all whoſe works are perfe®. Beſides if 
Holy Scripture were deficient in ſome things neceſſary to 
Salvation; then thoſe things, which are wanting, might 
lawfully and meritoriouſly be ſuperadded from ſome other 
Principle: or if any things were ſuperfluous in it, the 
might lawfully be diminiſhed. But this is forbidden by 
S. John the Evangeliſt in the laſt of the Revelations ; 
where be ſaith, It any one add to this Book, &c. From 
which words of John the Evangeliſt it is clearly proved, 
' that nothing is deficient or ſuperfluous in Holy Scripture : 
which is alſo conſentaneous to the Author of it, who i the 
Holy Ghoſt, as was before ſaid, ta whoſe Omnipotence it 
egreeth, that he give us a Syſtem of Wiſdom neither defitient, 
„ | | 


nor 
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wor fupurfluows and that be ſhonld deliver-it in a method 
Ageeable to our neceſſity of Salvation. = | 
ln the Council of Florence however the Creeks and 
Latins differed in all other things, till the former were 
forced into a complyanee by the Commands and Threats 
of their Emperor; = in this they agreed, in laying. 
down Scripture to be the only Rule and Principle of 
Faith, although they diſſented in determining how far 
it might be explained by the Church. The Controver- 
fie was occaſioned by the addition of F ILIO AUE 
to the Miene Creed; this the Greeks maintained to be 
unlawful, becauſe the proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt 
from the Son is not in expreſs Terms taught in Scriprure 3 
which they held to be the only Rule of Fairh.The Larius | 
denyed not this, but only afferted, that it was ſufficient 
this proceſſion was taught in the Scripture in implicit 
Terms; the Church having authority by explanation of 
thoſe obſcure Paſſages, to conſtitute Articles nereſſary 
to be believed, and add them to the Creed, although but 
implicitly contained in Holy. 'Scripture, the Rule of 
Faithz and conſequently, that to infert FIL IO DE 
in the Creed, was no addition to the Faith, ſince that Ar- 
ticle is implicitly contained in Holy Scripture. The O. 
pinion of the Greeks is thus 1 by Beſſarion, 
Archbiſhop of Nice, who was choſen by the Greeks to 


In & Md Nope ad a- manage and de fend their Cauſe. e | 


egpay & fbr derive aud receive all Articles of Faith 
1 e from the Fountains of Holy Scriptares, 


. e der ds which are the Principles and Founda- 
24% J Tn daf Ager Nesnarbr. tions of our Faith. Nothing was ever 
Concil.Flor-SefS:Com,Tom,XULÞ.148* added to them (accounted neceſſary 


to be believed, which is not contained in them) ov. 
may any thing ever be added to them, neither by ws, while 
we are our ſelves, nor by any other Chriſtians. And when 
the Latins recurred to their wonted refuge pf Expla- 
nation or Declaration made bythe Church, of what 1s 
implicitly contained in "Scripture, Beſſarion 12 
5 t 
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HE PREFACE 
* That i is undeniable, that although anything were added 
ne Ro XTX 

addition, which ſeemeth to be forbidden; , wen. 12 - | 

and conſequent! the — of this ratios wh, que — 

word' ( F IL 70 LURE), & forbid- pan rte t ate . 
dew. But whereas e alledge the 4#10ns A oils tap — 
of the Fathers (in Councils) where; n ' apponatur Fel, boc nunquan 
ſome things ſeem to be thus explained, d — rs 1 3 

this reacheth not our Queſtion. For 888 
that any thing ſhould be added to the Faith, it never 

was, nor ever will be lawful. 

The Biſhop of Friuli was choſen by the Latins to an- 

ſwer the Arguments ſeſſarion, and defend the addi- 
tion of the word FILTOQUE. This he doth not 
by denying Scripture to be the Rule of Faith, but en- 

dea vouring to prove, that the proceſſion of the Holy 
Ghoſt from the Son might be deduced from the Princi- 
ples of Faith, viz. from the Holy Scriptures. Je grant, 

faith he, that Articles of Faith are ta- | ofen fir, degmata fidei fumuntur ex 

ken from the fountain of Scriptares, fonte Serpemarum, que Le, Principia. 
which are the Principles of Faith. From 4 3 K ＋ — ay, quid - 
1 we infer, that a Decla- Ft circa articulom es vel frabeld, per | 


this Pro 
ration, "Expreſſion and Explication, Sena, Evangelii, eyiftolas Pauli, &. 
which is male ar — of Pu. Nov. Thema, _ =_ - 
Faith, 'or Agr C 2 by = 3 op = cim frdetring De — 2 
"of the Goſpel, the Epifiles of Paul, and 7. eee 
ch Books of the 8055 1 Teſta- Ke ee e S. 40. — : 
ment, is by no means to be acconted ex- 3 r 1 iu 
traneows, or a Doctrine of another kind, 2 & intrinſecs 4 . Ao =rAbE 
ſmce it It the Doctrine of God and of 5 . 
the Church. For then only is a proof to ;1, — 2 — 
be accounted extraneous, when it is macle fidei, ſi. ex S. Seriptari -evidenten. d- 
not by the proper Principles of that ch. Iia-p. 960. | 
Doctrine, but by the Principles of ſome other kind of Sci- 
ence. Ar if a Phyſical Concluſion ſhould be proved by a : 
Mathematical Principle. But according to oy the Seri- 
prures of the Old and New Teſtament are | mn : 
4 0 
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ef Faith, - Therefore a Proof and Declaration, which 


made by theſe Scriptures, ij plainly made by the proper 


Principle of Faith, and intrinſecal Principles of our Reli- 


gion. Tea, this ought not properly to be called an ad- 
dition, this being once granted, viz. That it may be. evi- 


. dently deduced from the proper Principles of Faith, that 
i, from the Holy Scriptures, This manner of Diſputa- 


tion in defending the Article then in queſtion, ſufficient- 
ly manifeſts, that the pretence of Oral Tradition, how- 


ever entertained by ſome private Men, had yet gained 


nogeneral applauſe in the Weſtern Chur. 
From Councils I return to private Writers, but thoſe 


. of ſogreat Repute and Authgrity, that their Opinion 
can be eſteemed no other thM the general Doctrine of 


the Church at that time. Of theſe I ſhall produce only 
two more, Cardinal Panormitan, and Antonius, Arch- 
biſhop of Florence; the firſt, accounted by all, the great- 
eſt Canoniſt of his Age, and by many the greateſt of all 
Ages: and which is more conſiderable, who had been 
to the Council of Baſil, what Gerſoz was to that of Con- 
ſtance, an Oracle and Dictator: the ſecond a perſon of 


ſo great Authority im the Church, that in the Judgment 


of Pope Nicolas he deſerved to be Sainted whilt alive, 
and was really Sainted, wheridead. Panormitan therefore 
propoſeth his Opinion in theſe words: + In Matters per- 

taining to Faith, a Conncil is above the 


T In concernentibus den c | lium eſt . 5 
Supra — of pan 2704 þ Papa P ope.— et I Jup oſe, that if the P ope . 


— nee F c. were induced with better Reaſons and 
am & Concilium poteſt errare, ſicut a- * 7 

4 2 Authorities than the Council, that his 
etiam dictun univs privati eſſet prefer. Determination were rather to be embra · 


dum difto Pape, fille moveretur meliori- ced. For a Council alſo can err, it 
dus rationibus N & V. Teftamenti quam f 1 A 
Papa, In cap. Shed eleftiche, bath ſometimes erred, For in matter: 


tan not only aſſerteth the Old and Ne Teſtament to be 


relating to Faith, even the opinion of 
one private Man were to be preferred to the Determination 


e the Pope, if he were induced with better Reaſons of the 


Old and New Teftament than the Pope. Here Panormi- 


the 
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Man a power of interpreting that Rule, and even ef re 
jecting the Definitions of Popes and Councils, if ge 
thinks them not conſonant to it. Antoninus hath tran- 
ſcribed thoſe words into his Summ of Divinity, and * Pa.. tit. a3. 
propoſeth them as his own Opinion. And not only ſo, % 2: $4.6. 
but alſo in another place declareth his Judgment no leſs 
plainly in theſe words 3 + God ſpeaketh in the Scriptures, 
and ſo fully (as S. Gregory explaineth b Kg | 
in the ment ſecond Book of bis Morals fir ben t os 
upon Job ) that it is not neceſſary God quod non oportet Ptum iterum loqui noble 
ſoould" any other way Y 
neceſſary to as, ſiuce all things neceſſary., n If 
may be had there. 0 5 8 5 

After ſo many and ſo great Authorities, it cannot rea · 
ſonably be doubted, what was the general Belief of the 
Church in that Age touching the Rule of Faith: I 
mean not, that then the Sufficiency, of the Scripture was 
aſſerted; by all, and denied by none; but only that 
it was maintained by theYreater, and more conſiderable 


part of the Church; as the Practice of General Coun _ 


cils, and Poſitions of the moſt famous Writers of that 
Age do manifeſtly evince. Many indeed had for ſome 
Ages before aſſerted the exiſtence of ſome neceſſary 
Articles not contained in Scripture, but conveyed down 

to us by Tradition only; but they equalled not the 
Followers of the former Opinion, either in number or 
Reputation. And therefore Occam ||in the preceding 534/1241. 
Age, repreſenting the Arguments and Reaſons of both O- . 
pinions, propoſeth that of the Suffictency of Scripture in. 

the ſirſt place, as the moſt common, and more generally 


received Opinion: and Joannes de Neapoli, a Domini. * V Rut. 


can, and Doctor of the Sorbon, diſputing of the Science —.— my 


.of Faith, doth all along ſuppoſe, that whole Science Zi. we. * 


to be contained in Scripture 3 and leſt we ſhould 1618. 


doubt of his Opinion, doth in more than one place po- 
ſitively aſſert it. Not to ſay, that Nicolas de Lyra; in 


his 


ee —— 5 4 
N CS. 1 


his Gloſſrs upon the whole Bible, doth every where 
ſuppoſe it; and in his general Preface f moſt expreſl 
maintain it. And of what Repute his Gloſs was for- 
merly in the Church of Nome, may appear from that 
vaſt number of Manuſcript Copies of them, which may 
be found in our ancient Libraries. But I will not any 
longer inſiſt upon the Writers of this Age, baving in- 
tended to confine my Diſcourſe to the fifteenth Age; 
the general Belief oft which, concerning the Rule of 
Faith, Ibave already manifeſted, 
It remains, that I ſay ſomewhat more particular of 
the Treatiſe here publiſhed, and of the Author of it. 
He was born in Wales, and bred in Oriel College in Ox- 
ford; where he was created Doctor of Divinity, and 
obtained a great eſteem for his rare Eloquence, and ex- 
traordinary Leafning. He was ſoon taken notice of by 
that great Patron and Protector of Learning and Virtue, 
brey, Duke of Gloceſter, at that time Protector of 
the Kingdom; by whoſe Favgur he was promoted to 
the Biſhoprick of S. 4ſaph, in The year 1444 3 tranſlated 
ro Chicheſter in the year 1450. | 
His fingular Learning appears not only from this Di- 
courſe, which, if put into modern Engliſh, would ap- 
— to the meaneſt Reader both rational and elegant: 
ut alſo from many other plain and manifeſt Indications. 


He had read the Works of the Fathers withno ſmall care 


and diligence; and as it hould ſeem from what he ſays 


upon the Article of Chriſts Deſcent into Hell, had 


Genius and vulgar Learning of that Age. He was not 
le 


made Critical Obſervations on them, far beyond the 


unacquainted with the Genuine Epiſtles of nativ; 


and in the firſt Part of that Work, whereof this Treatiſe 
makes the ſecond, citeth the Acts of his Martyrdom, 
| writ by his contemporary Philo, and publiſhed in this 
Age by the Learned Biſhop U/her. As his Learning ena- 
bled him, ſo his Zeal prompted him to write divers Books 
of Controverſie in defence oftheChurch againſt the ſup. 

| Poſed 
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poſed Hereticks of that time, the Lollards: whom he © 
endeavoured by all means poſſible to reduce into the 
Communion of his Church: to which Work, as it ſhould © : 
ſeem from divers Paſſages in the firſt pait, he had dedi- 
cated his whole Life. He mentions many of them in this 
Work, which are theſe : The juſt app2iſing of holi Stri- 
pture. The juſt appꝛiſing of Doctours, Of faith in Tatyn. 
Of Pꝛeſthode. The Donet. The folower to the Donet. The 
Hepzeſſer. The fozcrier. The book ofCriſten Religion. The 
P20voker. The book of ſtgnis in the Churchclepid alſo the 
boke of Moꝛſchiping. The boke of Leernyng. The boke of 
filling the IV.Tablis. This pꝛeſent book of Feith. Ofthe 
Churche in Latpn. Beſide theſe already mentioned, Bale 
* reckons up, The Defender. The Follower of it. The De Scrihr. 
Declaratory. Of the Creed. To Godharde the Fran- by =— * 
ciſcan. Of Divine Offices. A Manual. Of the Provi- 
dence of God. Of the Liberty of the Goſpel. Of the 
Power of Seculars. Againſt Corfiantines Donation. Of 
the equality of Miniſters, Of the Laws and Doctrines 
of Men. Of Communion under both kinds. Againſt un- - 
lawful Begging. An Account of his own Recantation. 
The greateſt part of theſe Books are loſt, being ſtu- 
diouſly ſuppreſſed by his Enemies, and alſo burnt at his 
Recantation. However I have ſeen his Repreſſer in a 
fair Manuſcript, in the publick Library of the Univer- 
ſity of Cambridge in Quarto. It is intituled, The Re. 
» preſſour of over much blaming theClergy: wherein he paſ- 
ſeth through all points in Controverſie between the £3 
Church of Rome and the Lollards; and largely endea- YM 
vours to confute the latter. 1 | | 1 
But as his zeal induced him to plead the Cauſeof the 
Church ſo copiouſly; ſo his Learning enabled him to 
diſcover the Follies and groſs Superſtitions praQiſed in 
that Age: which, when once diſcovered, his Piety in- 
forced him to deteſt. Religion had now paſſed through 
ſo many ignorant and barbarous Ages; the means of 
greaterknowledge had been ſo ſtudiouſly hidden from 
the People, and the ignorance of the Laity was ſo ad- 
| E vantageous 
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vantageous tothe intereſt. of the Clergy, that the true 


Spirit of Chriſtianity. ſeemed to be wholly loſt, and had 


» degenerated into Shews and Ceremanies, many of 


which were unlawful, but almoſt all unuſeful. And 
not only this fatal ſtupidity and idle Superſtition had 
generally poſſeſſed the minds of Men; but all Remedies 
were deteſted, and all Artifices made uſe ofto.continue 
the Diſeaſe. Many good and Learned Men endeauoured 
the Reformation of theſe Abuſes, without depart 


from the Communion of the Church; but were attend- 


ed herein with the uſual Fate of the Oppoſergof inve- 
terate Evils; who. ſeldom: eſcape the Perſecution, but 
never the hatred of thoſe, who are engaged both by 
zeal and intereſt in the continuance of thoſe Evils, Our 
Learned Biſhop was of the number of thoſe brave and 
generqus perſons; who while he earneſtly invited the 
Lollards intothe Communion of his Church, no leſs ve- 


bemently oppoſed. the Superſtitions of his on Party. 


Some Footſteps and Marks of this Diſpoſition may be 
found in this Treatiſe; which prove his Integrity ta 
bave been equal to his Zeal, and neither inferior to his 

Learning. x 33 
The Authority. of the Church, and Infallibility of her 
Deſinitians, had of late been ſet up as the moſt ſuc- 
ceſsful Engine againſt the prevailing growth of ſuppo- 
ſed Hereticks. To refute the Arguments of Wicleff, and 
cenvince his Followers with ſolid Reaſons, neither the 
Ignorance of the Clergy, nor the Badneſs of their 
Cauſe, did then permit. It was accounted too great a 
Condeſcenſion in the Governors of the Church 
to confute the Miſtakes, and inform the Judgments 
of their ſeduced People. Yet ſomewhat, at leaſt; 
was neceſſary to. dazle the eyes. of the unthinking 
multitude, and at once convict. all their Adverſaries 
of the Charge of Hereſie. Nothing could be more 
effectual to this end than the pretence of Infallibility 3 
which alone might ſatisfie the Scruples, and command 
the aſſent of credulous perſans. For this reaſon. — 
i | ince 
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ſince Hereſie began to be puniſhed with death, it was 
thought ſufficient to _ the Tofaltlivility of the Church 
to the Arguments and Reaſons of condemned Hereticks ; 
andthe mamtenance of this pretence was eſteemed the great 
Bulwark of the Church. However, our Biſhop eaſily diſco- 
vered the vanity of theſe pretences ; and in this followed 
the Opinion of the moſtLearned Writers of his Age, that 
the Repreſentative Church, or General Councils, wete not 
, only fallible, but had ſometimes actually erred ; that the De- 
© creesand Definitions of the Church ought to be ſubmitted 
to the Examination of every private perſon; that no Article 
of Faith was to be received, which was repugriant to the 
Principles of Reaſon 3 and that not the Belief and Accepta- 
tion of the Church caufed any Doctrin to b accounted true, 
and an Article of Faith, but the preſuppoſed Truth of the 
Doctrine rendredthe Belief of it rational and juſtifiable. 
Indeed the Doctrine of the Churches Infallibility had by 
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ſome Men in this Age been advanced ſo far, that nothing 


leſs than a fatal eredulity, or no leſs fatal ignorance could 
excuſe the admiſſion of rt. Our Author aſſureth us in the 
firſt part of this Book of Faith, that many Divinesin his time 
argued from thoſe words of S. Paul: If we or an 5 from 
Heaven teach any other Dròrine than that which ye have 
received, let bim be anathema, that it tThould happen that 
the Church militant and the Church triumphant diſagreed 
in an Article of Faith, the Determination of the Church 
militant were rather to be foffowed. Such .crude Poſitions 


might raiſe the admiration of fools, but deſerved the in- 


digoation of wiſer Men. Our Author choſe todo juſtice 
unto Truth in owning and afferting the Fallibility of Church 
and Councils; and yet not to | ans ſpecious pretence of 
the Churches authority in pleading her Cauſe, and confuting 
the Lollards. This therefore he propoſed in a more plauſible 
way, confeſſed the Church might err, and that even in mat- 
ters of the greateſt moment: however, that it would be moſt 
ſafe and rational for ignorant Laymen intirely to ſubmit their 
judgment to the Direction of the Clergyzthat by this ſubmil- 

ſiom indeed they might poſſibly be led into Error and mortal 
' | E 2 Hereſie; 
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Hereſie; but that this would be no diſadvantage to them, 


fince in that caſe God would reward their ſubmiſſion and 


docility, although to them the occaſion. of molt grievous 
Errors, no leſs than if they believed the Chriſtian Faith in- 


tire and incorrupted; and would even beſtow upon them 


the Crown of Martyrdom, if they laid down their lives in 
teſtimony of their Errors. And ſince in that Age the Lait 


were generally very ignorant of the true Principles of Reli- 


gion, and devoid of all ſort of Learning; he ineluded them 
all in the number of thoſe, /w hoſe duty and intereſt it was to 
pay an implicit ſubmiſſion to the direction of the Clergy. 
But not only did he diſown the [nfallibility of the Church, 
but alſo difallowed and condemned her practice of burning 


 Hereticks. He deſired rather to win them to her obedience 


by gentle methods, and thought it more noble fo convince 
them by Reaſons and Arguments, than by Racks and Fires. 
This moderation could not but diſpleaſe his Fellow Bi- 
ſhops, who choſe rather at that time to ſatisfie their Malice 
by the puniſhment, than ſerve the Church by the conviction 
of ſuppoſed Hereticks. But our Author was ated with more 
noble and generous Principles; he endeavoured to remove 
their Errors, but refuſed to practiſe upon their Lives; and 
which perhaps was no ſmall part of his Crime, neglected to 
thunder out his Curſes againſt them , and ſcorned to 
treat them with opprobrious Titles. Rather in the firſt 
part of this Work he givethto them an honourable Chara- 
er, and confeſſeth them to have been generally perſons of 
good Lives and exemplary Converſations. | 
The incredible Fables of Legends, and incurable itch of 
Lying for the Honor of their Saints and Patrone,, which 
then reigned among all the Monaſtitk Orders, and was fond - 
ly received by the credulous multitude, were one of the 
greateſt ſcandals and moſt pernicious abuſes in the Church 
at that time. The greater and more neceſſary Articles of 
Faith, and all genuine and rational knowledge of Religion 


had generally given place to fabulous Legends, and Ro- 


mantick Stories; Fables which in this reſpect only differed 


from thoſe of the ancient Heathen Poets, that they were 


more 


PR R Din 
more incredible, and leſs elegant. Theſe, our Learned Bi- | 
ſhop feared not to oppoſe and diſeſteem; arraigns them of 
Error, Hereſie and Superſtition; proclaims their falſeneſs, 
and derides their folly. | Pale 

This denial of Infallibility, moderation towards the Lol- 
lards, and diſeſteem of Legends, drew upon him the envy 
and hatred of the Clergy, to which may be added, his favour 
with, and faithful adherence to his Patron Duke Humphrey; 
who had always manifeſted a moderation towards the diſſent- 
ing Lollards, and averſion from the ſuperſtitious practices of 
the Clergy. No ſoonerwas the Duke oppreſſed by a contrary 
State Faction, but his Client the Biſhop was attempted, and 
his ruin deſigned. Several Paſſages were taken out of his 
Writings, which his Enemies accuſed of Hereſie, at leaſt, of 
Error. Hereupon in the year 1457. he was cited to appear 
at a Synod held at Lambeth, by Thomas Bourchier, Archbiſhop 
of Canterbury, attended with the Biſhops of Wincheſter, Lin- 
cols and Rocheſter, and 24 Divines 3 by whom, after a ſhort 
hearing, he was condemned of Hereſie, and injoyned to re- 
cant his heretical and erroneous Opinions publickly at 
S. Pauls Croſs. The Recantation he performed on the 
fourth day of December, when his Books were alfo publick. 
ly burnt. His Fortunes after that time are very uncertain. 
Some relate him to have been made away in priſon ; others, 
to have been kept priſoner in his own Epiſcopal Palace un- 
til his natural death; and laſtly, ſome, that he had a ſmall 
penſion aſſigned to him out of the Revenues of the Bi- 
ſhoprick, and retired into a Monaſtery, where he ended his 
days in a ſhort time. 

The Opinions which he was forced to recant, as they are 
repreſented by Bale *, Biſhop Godin t, and Fox||, are theſe, * cent. 8. p. 
I. That it is the Office of a Chriſtian Biſhop, before all other ae 
things to preach. the Word of God. II. That human Reaſon — 1 
is not to be preferred to the Holy Scripture. . HI, That the || N vol · 
madern uſe of the Sacraments (as attended with ſo many“ 
ſuperſtitious Ceremonies and Cuſtoms) was leſs advanta- 
geous than the uſe of the Law of Nature. IV. That Bifhops 
buying their Admiſſions of the Biſhop of Rome, do lin. 

| | V. That 


* „„ 


reer 
V. That no man is bound to believe and obey the Determi- 
nation of the Church of Rowe. VI. That the Revennes of 


2 ' Biſhops are by Inbericancethe Goods of the Poor. VII. That 
4% the Apoſtles compoſed not the vulgar Creed. VIII. That the 
2 Article of Chriſt's Deſcent mto Hell was not formerly m the 


I} Creed: IX. That no other ſenſe is to be attributed ro Holy 
3 Scripture, but the firſt and genuine ſenſe. X. That it is not 
1Y | + neceſſary to Salvation, to beſieve the Body of Chriſt is ma- 
SAWS terially in the Sacrament. XI. That the Univerſal Church (in 
= a General Council) may err even in Matters of Faith. 
| XII. That it is not neceſſary to believe in the Holy Catho- 
lick Church. XIII. That it is not neceſſary to believe the 
Communion of Saints. XIV. That the voluntary begging of 
the Mendicant Friars was unprofitable, and no ways merito- 
rious. | 

| It muſt not be ĩmagined, that theſe Articles were general- 
* I llͤy at that time accounted erronebus and heretical in the 
Church. For if we examine them, we ſhall nd that many of 
1 4 them were taught and believed by the greateſt Drvines vi the 
:© | Church at that time: {ome at this day allowed to be literal- 
4 Hf oy ly true by the Learned Writers of the Churchof Rome: and 
r in fine, that our Author knew the Doctrine of the Church 
26 far better than his Judges and although condemned by 
EY them, was no leſs Orthodox than they. As for the twelfth and 
$3 thirteenth Articles, which ſeem to be moſt odious,, they are 
'E meer Calumnies, as appears from this very Treatife, For to- 
. wards the end of it he acknowiedgeth it to be neceflary to 
2 3 believe the exiſtence of the Holy Catholick Church, and of 
1 the Communion of Saints; but yet unneceflary'to believe 
TE on them, that is, as himſelf exptains it, to gtvr a blind affent 
iS to all their Determinations. The ſeventh and eighth Articles 
J? are known tobe hiterally true by all Learned Men. For no 
proof can be brought, that the Apolttes compoſed this Form 
1 of Creed, which we now uſe: and it is moſt certain, that 
1 the Article of Chriſt's Deſcent into Hell was found in none 
FE of the Ancient Creeds, for the firſt 400. years, except in 
| | that of rhe Church of Aquileia. The firſt, ſecond, fixth and 
| | | ninth Articles, if candidly interpreted, cannot be denied » 
. . 1 . 5 : e 
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be true by any ſober Romaniſt; and whoſoever conſiders 
the grofs Ignorance and Superſtition of thoſe times, will not 
deny the third. The fourth Article may be juſtified by the, "OCT... 
Opinion of many great Canoviſts, whe define all ſuch pay- I. 5. 4 ß. 
mentsto be Symony 3. and the Church of France hath all a. f Queſt.Yeſper. 
long decried and diſapproved them. The fourteenth was de fr. 
fended by Richard, Archbiſhop of Armugh, Guliclomes de S. A. e. 9. 
more, and many other great Divmes ot the Church of Rome. e 3 
The eleventh, and conequently, the fifely Articles were be- | A. c. . . 
heved and maintained by Oæcam *, Peter de Alliaro, Cardi: ) ib. de Conce 
nal of Cambray +, Thowes Waldenfis ,. Pavormiten*, Autoni- Af. 11. 
uu , Cardinal Cuſanus ||, Clemangis *, and many others in this f 114 Sente r: 
Age. Laſtly, the tenth Artiele may be defended from Peter 9% 5: gie 
Lombard, Peter de Alliaco t, Scotus ||, Tonſtal, Biſhop of bit. Fe. qu. 3. 
Durham , and others; who believed indeed the Truth of the * De Exchariſt.. 
Article, but denied it to be neceſſary to be believed. _ 
That Treatiſe which T here publiſh, and which gave occa- 
ſion ta the preſent Diſcourſe; was by me tranſcribed our of a 
Manuſcript extant in Trinity College in Cambridge; which. 
ſeemeth to have been written with Biſhop Peacocks own. 
hand, as maꝝ be conje&ured from the frequent Emendati- 
ons and Additions-inſerted in the Margin, and bottom of the 
Pages by the ſame hand. Fhe whole Work was intituled 
by the Author, 4 Treatiſe of Faith; however, in the Front of 
it this Title is affixed by a later hand, Reginald Peacock, 
Biſhop of Chicheſter's Sermomt, in Engliſh: whereas the 
whole. Freatiſe is a Dialogue between the Father and the 
Son, divided: into. two Books: whereof the firſt propoſeth 
to treat of the moſt;probable means of reducing theLollards. 
to the Church, which he aſſigns to be an intire ſubmiſſion of 
Judgment to the Dectees of the Church, although ſuppoſed: 
fallible. The ſecond treateth of the Rule of Faith. The firſt 
Part is cbicfly taken uꝑ with a long Digreffion, proving that 
Faith is only probable; not ſcienrial, or that the Truth of the 
Chriſtian Religion cannot be proved by demonſtrative, but 
only by probable Arguments. This Diſpute is managed in. 
a\Scholaſtick Way, full of Subtleties and Niceties of Philo- 
ſophy and School Divinity, and very obſcure: which = 
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fore I thought not worthy either my tranſcribing, or the 


Readers peruſal. However, I tranſcribed ſome confiderable 


Fragments or Excerpts, which ſeemed to me more remark- 


able and worthy of notice; which I here preſent to the 
Reader. The ſecond Book or Treatiſe of the Rule of Faith, 
I have publiſhed intire, as far as the Manuſcript Copy per- 
mitted me. For, which is much to be lamented, ſome few 

' Leaves were wanting in the end. | 


/ 


Beſides what I have already mentioned, many things ma 


be here found worthy a particular Obſervation 3 as wit 


how great ardor he impugns the refuſal of ſubmitting the 


Decerces and Doctrine of the Church to the examination of 
every private man; how ſtrongly he contends, that God can 


reveal nothing contrary to our reaſon, or oblige us to the 


belief of it: that he rejecteth the authority of Tobit and Su- 
ſanna, as being Apocryphal Books; that a Divorce and Se. 


paration of the Clergy from their Wives, aſter Marriage 
once contracted, is unlaw ful; that the Council of Nice con- 
demned that Separation, and conſequently prohibited not 


to the Clergy the uſe of Marriage in the third Canon; that 


the Church hath no more authority of interpreting Scri- 
pture, aud propoſing it to the faithful, than hath every pri- 
vate Houſholder of propoſing it to his Family, every Divine 
to his Hearers, every Learned Man to ignorant perſons; or 
no more than a Judge hath of expounding the Laws, or a 
Grammarian the Rules of Grammar. | 

l will not ſo far preſume upon the Judgment of the Rea- 
der, as to make an Apology for the old and obſolete ſtile of 
our Author. It it wanteth the Elegance and Beauties of our 
modern Language, that muſt be imputed to the fault of the 
Age, not any deficience of the Author, I had once intend- 
ed to repreſent his Arguments in our modern Language, 
and publiſh both together in diſtia&t Columns, but the fear 
of inlargiog theſe Papers too much, deterred me from pur- 
ſuing that deſign. However, I have drawn up an Alpha- 
betical Catalogue of the more-obſolete and unuſual words, 
and affixed their ſignifications to them: which the Reader 


will find at the end of the Book, and may conſult upon oc- 
caſion. nt A 
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A Treatiſe of ROGINAID Paacock, Biſhop 
of ,Curcnes Ta, + before the Reformation; 
(In the Year 1450.) proving that Scripture. is the 
only Rule of Faith. | 
| „ P. 1 


Eſiring fo2 to wynne the Lap Childzen of the 
Churche into Obedience, whiche undir greet 
perelot ther Soulis thei owen paie and holde 
to the Clergie, p entende and pꝛopoſe in this 
eſent Booke foz to mete agens ſuche uno- 
2 | ediencers bi an open wep and in a nother 
manner, and bi mene which the lap perſonps wole admitte 
and graunte: which mene is this: That we owen to bi⸗ 
le ve and ſtonde to ſum Saier or Techer which map feile, 
while it is not knowne that thilk Seier oꝛ Techer therenne 
katlis. And ſo fo2 to move and convicte them into obedience 
never the leſſe and never the latter to the Clergie in leernyng 


I, 


their feith; thoug it were ſo that the Clergie mygte _ 


lempnelp determpne agens trew feith. | 

IL Twep thingis be the pꝛincipal cauſis of Hereſie inthe 
lap peple. Wy” lenyng to — e, and in ſuch 
manner wile as it lohgith not to holi Scripture fo2 to re- 
cepve. And the ſeconde is this: Setting not bi for to followe 
the Determpnatiouns and the Holdingis of the Churche in 

mater of Feith. ; 

III. The Fende hath bꝛoughte in ſo gret a ſleigte in the 
Sece of the Sarraſenes, that thei ben ful wondirful vio- 
lentli ſettid fo2 to geve audience to enp pꝛoofe making fo? 
Chziſten Feith, oz making agens Sarrafene Sete. Foz. 
whi thilk 1d Man Mahumet, whiche bought in thei 
Secte, oꝛ ſum Pꝛelate after him, made as foz a po;nt of his 
Law; that no perſwne of his Sece ſchulde here enp Declara- 
, cioun oz evpdence agens his Sect, and that under pepne of 

paſſing cruel dep. But O thou Lo2d Jefu God and Man, 
bed of thi Chꝛiſten Churche, and * of Cyrifien Gy” F 

SG „ | p be- 


* PS . * 
2218 


[4] | 
y beſeehe thi mercy, thi pitæ and thicharite, fer be this ſeid 
perel fro the Chriſten Churehe, andfrs ech pexſoon therepne 
contepned , and fchilde thou that this Denom be never 
beougte into thi Churche, and if thou ſuffre it to by enp 
white N in, p beleche that it be ſou af. out ſpet: 
but ſi or — u 452 and do that the 22 and the Wan | 
whiche urehe at tyme e recepved and ad- 
mitted to fall under 11 ern whether it be the 
+ ſame verri Feith, which thou and thi Apoſtlis taugten o2 no: 

and that it be recepved inta examinatioun whether it hath 
ſufficient evydentis fo? it to be verry feith o2 no: and ellis it 
mygte be holde aghe, and it were a full fuſpect thing ta alle 
them that ſchulde be convertid therts, and ellis alſo it were 
a ful ſchameful thing ts the Chziſten C fo2 to holde 
tuch a feith foz a ſubſtaunce of her falvaciou 
to 


which feith he wolde his peple turne alle other „ and 
vitt he wolde not allawe his feith to be at the ful , and 


| tby ſtrenghe bf enpevy- 
dence be overcomen. And therefoze Loꝛd Almpgti, thou foz- 

. bid that eny fuch p2iſonyng of thi feith be maad in thi 
- Churche. And alfo this is wozſchip pnoug fo? Criſten ; 
nd be pull and 
der Heuene 


\ne 


e nee · 
Nane tobe 


| ith pꝛetenſe be trewe feith 
af no, as ferfozth as enn Goldſm | wole avowe and wa- 


to be ſo pure and fo 
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e it is an Artiele of Feith: but agent 


4 


theref62 ! 
5 at it is an Artieie fend. and * Þkd 
ve luch, it ts to be bile ved bi feith. Sd char an 
Artitle 0 be dileeved bi ith tx dependant on this, rhar K 
is bifoze p2oved ſuffirientls to be feith. And an A to 
be an Article of Feith ig not dependent vt this, fo2 that it is 
bile ved as an ArticlevfFeith. _ . | 


v. The Clergp ſhall be condemned at the laſt day, if by 
tler witt thep dzawe not Men into rontent of rrew feith, 
otherwiſe than by ſier and ſwerd v2 hangement. X1rhou 
—— 3 means to be lawfull, p2ovided 

| r be ed. | 
VI. Thomas Had thanne theſe ſame evpventes ( of Chiiftis 
Keſurrenion) in as god maner dz in better than we han 
nom foz us. Fo2 whi he herde the Apoſtlis denounce 
Chriſtis Keſurrectioun to him bi ther owne thouthe, the 
that denouncen the ſame to us bi their Writing: and allo 
he linewe by experience the treuthe and the ſavneſſe and th 
unbigilefuineſle of hiſe felowis, where that we knowen it 
liklihode, — | 8 likeli, that to the tconttary we Have 
I. ſrid Bie that there den two of feith 
VII. 5 e that there muners ny : 
wh is — feith ; and this is the which we and alle Ezi⸗ 
ften hau bi the comon lawe of God, whilis we 1pven-in this 
ipkf. Another keith is ſciential feith ; and thong rhix tei 
map be had bi ſperialte in this lt, pitt it ig not ont 

Had in this ipf, but it is had im the Bliſſe of Hevene. 

VIII. Wherefoze he (the Church) knowith not Himſelf, - 
ougte know himſelf foz to teche authentikli oz bi au⸗ 
thozite of maiſtrie to eny — ni laſle than he knoWe hin 


felf to have recepved the lame feith fro God in maner bf ar⸗ 
. bifoze ſeid bp on of theſe Mænes, ot which con is this: 
| A Seripture tneſſith and denouncith this Concluſion. 
nother is — Holi Church ; fo2 Feith hath bil ved this in 
tyme of poſtlis fro thens contpnueli hidirto. Another 

is this: Ypracle is dom unto 8 
IX. Aewun which is a ſfllogiſme well teulid aftir the craf 
taugt in Logik, and having two nyſſis openſi trewe 
and to be grauntid, is ſo ſfrong and lo mygti in al the kindis 
of maters, that thoug alle the Aungels in Hevene wolden 
feie that this Conclusion were = trewe: pitt we _—_— 
27 2 eeve 
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MWzitte is fo 


leve the Aungels ſeing; and we ſchulden truſte moze to the 
fe of Pon than to the contrari ſeipng of alle he 


NMunge Is in Hevene. Fo? that alle Goddis treaturis muſten 
nedis obeie to dome of reſoun, and ſuch a ſillogiſme is not 


ellis than dome of reſoun. J the Church in erthe deter⸗ 
mines agens it what ſuch a ſillogiſme concludith, we ſchulen 
rather trowe and holde us to thil ſillogiſm than to the deter- 


mpnacioun of the Church in erthe. 


N. Every Man is bound to obey the determination of the 
Church; but it he can evidentli and openli without enp dowte 
ſchewe teche and declare that the Churche bileveth, 4 * de⸗ 
termpned thilk Article w2ongli and untreuli, oz ellis that 
the Churche haty no ſufficient gꝛound — ſo bile ve or de- 
termpne; phe thoug the Churche ſchuld bileve o2 deterymne 
amps, pet thereof ſchulde not this perſon be blamedof God, 
but ſchuld be ful excuſed. _. N . 
XI. Sithen it is here bifoze undoutabili p2oved that bi 
thi obedience to the Clergie in caſe of the Clergies _ 
whilis thou it not no wiſt neither deſiriſt neither makilt ; 
non hurte ſchal come, but the ſame god which ſchuld to thee 
therebi come, if the Clergie in the teaching not errid: is 
not this tothe? what maiſt thou loke aftir enp moze ? 
XII. It a Pariſh Pꝛieſt ſhould teach his Pariſhioner ſome 


groſſe Hereſp inſtead of an Article of Feith, it were his Dutp 


to receive, and would not onlp be ex le e God, but 
would be as meritorious, and equallp rewarded with the be- 


liet of any true Article. . Nap if that Man ſhould lap down 
his life fo2 defence of this Hereſy, imagining all this while 


that it is the Doctrine of the Church, he would be a true 


and undoubted Martyr. 


XIII. It pqu ſeie to me thus, J have lernyd that holt 

worth a-ground and fundement of oure Feith, 
that neon othꝛe ground or fundement paſſith it; o2 is ſurer to 
be cleven to than is it. Wherfoze, Sir, it wolde ſem that 
if y cleve to holi Scripture to tale of it my Feith; p am not 
to be blamed, but p am ther thank-wozthi; foꝛaſmuch 
as I confozme me to thilke reule, which God havh purveied 
fo2 to be oure reule in materof feith,and whom no other reule 
in erthe paſſith. Sir, that this is trewe p 1 wel, 
namelich as anentis al feith which holt Wꝛitt techith. 
Foz that this be trewe ſhajl be ſhewed wel in the _ — 

ei 
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Feith in Latyn, o2 ellis in the Bok of the Churche in Latyn, 
ag God wole graunte. d 2 | 
| " PARA s II. 


Fadir pe hau ſeide in the X. Chapter of the firſt parti of 
_ this peeſent Bok to alle tho lap men whiche ben obiinat to 
the fe ith of the Church, that holi Watt is the chief i- 
al. ground of all the feith which is tonteined in holt 
nd treuli fadir p tan not undirſtonde ag pitt but that 
nedis pe muſt have ſo. ſe id to them, pf it mygt be holde 
190 trew in enp ou ; 1 en pe 28 to 
em, as pe muſten ne eie to them, an mygten 
. not beleft unkeid, that the dewe and rigt literal undirſiond- 
ing of holt Wzit fo2 trewe feith to be had. lapmen muſten 
fetche at the Churche : that is toſeie, that the al hool Clergi 
of Dpvynite o2 of the moze and wittier Party thereof, And 
redily p know ſo moche of her wittis and of her counſeilis, 
that ellis if pe hadde not ſo ſeid to them, pe ſehulden la⸗ 
bour in vain; as fo2 tobzinge them into the obedience, into 
which pe ben about bp writing of this pꝛeſent Book. Alſo 
reſoun thereto _— thus. The Churche oz the Elergi 
in ory to peple t which is in holt tt alley 
gith fo2 thilk delpverance holi W2itt, and expowneth holti 
Wzitt into thilk feith ſo delpvered. Wheretoze the Churche 
in that biknows that he * thilk keith of holt Wꝛit, and 
ſo not of him ſilt ali. Fozwhi not of him if originali 
r but of the ſeid holt W2it er and bifoze ; and 


erefoze of holi Mꝛit oziginali and groundeli. And ſo as 


anentis al f contepnyd in holi Scripture the ſame Scri⸗ 
pture ſchulde be Pzincipal bifoze the Churche. Confirma- 
tionn to the ſame may be this. It the Churche hadde of 
him ſilf pꝛincipalt, groundeli and foundamentali al the feith 
—— is contepnyd in holi Wzitt, the Churche wolde not 
and ougte not fo2 to lene to holi Wzitt as fo2 grounding 
and foundamental 3 of thilke feith : neither 
wolde ſende enn agkers intd hol 
expowne holi Writt to them into thilk feith. But the 
Church wolde and ougte to ſeie to ſuch agkers. of rigt feith: 
Bileve pe to me, fo2 that J ſeie this to be rigt bileeve, 
Aud the Churche wolde not fetche to ſuch agkers 2 
ok a thing longer and of laſſe auctozite to the purpos — 
| e 


it Wzitt, oz wolde laboze to 


2 * 8 
. 
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1 vetter, wozthier, hi 


3 


Sh, 7 L : 
"rhe Church is. Wherfoze the Church, as it ſameth bi His 


civun 92 intereſſe to cxpohne holi Mitt in ra te⸗ 
which is trewe feith, mult nedis knowleche that he 
r and 
groundier foundament of the Feith, h Feith the Charche 
techith a Witt, and bi the expoviicioun of the fame holt | 
erfoze opene it is at. have not leid 

ſpoken ſci ripng to lapmen. Jnto the 
oth:e contraxie fide Fadir manye gkilis now be maad, _ 
the Churche is pꝛintipalier and cheeter than is holi 


: n taugt by *cherers. when fo2 VIH. 


tis, tan thereto. exefoze gn 

Not but tho — le and diſcenciouwſchulen birtwixe Lap. 
Men and Clerkis, phe and bitwixe ſumme Clerkis- IEP o 
e Clerkis upon this, whether holi-Wzict oz the Churche 

; chefir and of moze power havyng anentis -feith — 

pd in holy Wt : ni laſſe pe Fadir 

VIII. 5 and ſa p can not ſe but that the 
mater ot — enttoun mute nedis be bꝛougte fozth in 
* cunitatioun. 


y am redi to here thi VIII. . DT: to 
ere to * pf Y can. Peraventu — in the anſwer1 
to them cha in ſum thing, wher 
what comparitoun is to be hadde bitwire 9511 
Churche — * al Lok tontepnpd in hoti nt. 
moche — am the lee 28 . ＋ thi e and m_ 


„that treu "ow g e ai compu: 
410 is, th is, thr the che whi => 1 and the Churehe ma 

not be left — ent d to the La Peple neither to to 
Clorkigt * — that 1 bi thee a 

X. Thapter to E — that * i han allows biſox in he 
foundement of oure Criſten- general Feith, that noon gretter 


OW bettir o2 ſurer to us ground 518 Fundament is fo? oure 
1 
VIII pin 


eneral Feith wzitten in Writt, p map argue b 
— — . acer tis, et wh "_ Funden in 
is to be ground to us of oure fei olit 
thing 151 oure feith mpgte Have. be een groundid and 


witnaſid. 1 without Holi Scripture uow had Feith 
mygte habe be £0, us ſuſficientlp groundid, Lueg 
| i 


6 ok phys — 
mygte have taugte othere f bothe of 1 
the 12 al the — hool feith ſufficrentlt; | 

ſo ihe kann and ou ny fu her rs mugen 


mas leerned 
' Whanne 1 itisſeid of 


. * 
awe ber 1 Nx in ein mouth Ac in a ſtr honde the 
125 ledde thee out of = Nc. Alo ſoone aftir there 


whanne it is bede that the peple of Jewis ſchulde halowe 
to Sod ech firſt gendꝛid at 2 among 
the ſones of Iſrael ag wel of as of Beſtts, T— is 
teid anoon aftir thus : And whanne thi ſone. ſehal ase of _ | 
to morewe, and ſeie w atis this? e {chale 9 to him: Fr 
ſtronge honde the Lord ledde us out of Egipe of. the hous o 

vage. For whanne Pharao was maad hard, and wolde not d 


— 


us; 


into pe 6, | 
uſing of aloure hool fit; mygte have be hadde 


D vii N 


us; the Lord killid al the firſt gendrid thing in the londe of Egypt 


fro the firſt gendrid of man til to the firſt gendrid of beſtis: There - 
fore y offre to the Lord al Sages mawle kinde that openeth the 
wombe, and y agenbie alle the firſt gendrid thingis of my ſones. 
Therefore it Aua be as a ſigne in thi honde, and as a thing hanged 


for mynde bifore thi igen. For in a ſtronge honde he ledde us out of 


Egipt. Alſo lpk ſentence to this is written Deutro. VI. Chap. 
of the pagke daie -keping: and Joſue IV. Chap. of the XII. 
Stoones taken out of the water and lette on dzie lond into 
perpetual remembzance that Jordan wag dzied. Alſo Deutr. 


IV. Chan, it was fein thus: Forgetethou nor the yordis which 


thin igen ſigen, and falle thou not from thin herte in alle the daies 
of thi lyf. Thou ſchalt teche tho to thi ſones and to thy ſones ſones. 
Telle thou the day in which thou ſtodiſt bifore thi Lord God in O- 
reb, whanne the Lord ſpake to me and ſeid, &c. Allo Deutro. 
XI. Chap. it was ſeid thus: Putte theſe wordis in youre hertis 
and ſoulis, and hange ye the wordis for aſſigne in hondis and ſette 


ye bitwixe youre igen, teche youre ſones that thei thenke in tho 


wordis, whanne thou ſittiſt in thi houſe, and goiſt in the wey, and 
liggiſt doun and rifiſt. Thou ſchalt write tho wordis on the poſtis 
and gatis of thi houſe, that the daies of thee. and of thi ſones be mul- 
_ inthe lond, which, &c. Wherefoze bi like gkile-in tpme 

the newe Lawe the al hool feith mygt have be taugt bi 
woꝛd of mouthe fro oon to an othze into this pꝛeſent dap 
ſufficientli. Ferthemoze into p2of o2 into confirmacioun ot 
the ſame ſeid ſeconde pzemyſſe availith this, that we ſeen in 
ſumme Monaſteries the kunnpng and the fulfilling of certepn 
uſagis and cuſtomes be had fo2th in perfoones of the Mo⸗ 
neſtarie, and be continued bothe in knowing and in fulfil- 
ling fufficientli fro the firſt Fadirs of the Woneſtarieg unto 
this p2eſent dap, and that without enn wzityng maad upon 
the ſame uſagis, but bi diſcente of woꝛd oonli fro perſoone 
rſoone. - Wherfoze in lyk maner the kunn c 


tontpnued ſuffictentli bi mpnde and bi teching of mouthe fro 


is this: Ak it had be done in dede as is nert a- 

ed, thatit m ſo have be doon, that is toſeie, 

if it hadbe fo doon that the Apoſtlis hadden 2 woz2d 

manpe Clerkis and manpe of the lap folke the hool 1 119 
8 7 GC e 


is and Pꝛelatis into her Childꝛen and Pariſchens with- 
— enn wꝛ to be maad therupon. The ſeconde Ar⸗ 
| bove- 


* ; 
©& 


thanne ferth.it folowith thug, the 

being bi 1 w ſeid te md 

is Cuctnt — aur feith far al 
2 4 


- 


ong to be trewe, ow of e argum 
ichal ved thus, Criſt hade to hiſe lig Matth. the 
laſt Ch. thug, Go ye therefore and teche ye alle folkis, baptizin 

them in the name of the Fadir and of the Sone and of the Holi 
Gooſt: teching them to keep alle thingis whatever thingis y have 
comaundid to you; and alſo Mark the laſt Chap. Criſt bede to 
| thus, Go ye into al the World, and preche ye 
the Goſpel to every creature: and anoon aftir it is ſeid there 
thus, Thei forſoche goyng forth prechiden every where. But fo 
it is, that the Apolilis hadden not fulfilled this now ſeid 
Comaundement maad to them bi. Criſt, in laſſe than thei 
hadden pꝛechid bi woꝛd of mouthe ſufficientli al = ool feith 
neceſſarte to be had of the peple. Foz whi al the Hool feith . 

neteſlarie to be had js included in the Goſpel of God, that 
is to ſeie, in the meſlage of mw which meſſage Gon oe 
f | into 
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ad feith mygte have be tous 
to ſpeke of kindeli ——— 


ur Houlis without greet ſingular mpracle of 


CY 
"God God above kind to have be doon in ourereſonns and Hg 
1 Audit ts moolt convenient” i tempos And 
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is fals whi a Feith is not taugt 
ta a but if it be ta 


| fo that bi thilk te- 
thing moe cleerli undirſfonde al it, and efili repoꝛte al 
it, and al it perfitli and currauntli, and kunne re- 
herce it and it in a ſtable foozm of va- 
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watpng 


deſire to-have the F 


the ſame treuthe 


ſent and bileeve o 


Rinde of ſcole ſchulden not be oppꝛeſſid in bigynnung of 


le the ſame 


i ſchulden the mo2e joie have 
thei it retepveden. 


te be that 1 — 
— of Feith: as vere theſe of Criſts compng,and 
tyme unnethis ny 


An d 


to 


4 : 
ther 


; and 
ſo thorhe his Goſpel bitoze his compng from exile, as 


ſtil 
L che greet liklihood Poul wiſt t Peti , 
and what 13 5 wziter — 45 and "whar ze Wor, 
noon 


waiten of othere, Pamelich fiithen Luk was felowe to Poul in 


- mpchof alle Poulis labouris, and therfoze to Poul mygte not 


be ſtraunge and unwiſt the waiting of Luk. And allo that it 
wag not to Poul unknown, it ſeemeth wel herbi. Foz — 
_ firſt Epiſtle to Corinthies the XI. ch. Poul rehertith the pꝛo 
of Lak the XXII. ch. wel npg woꝛd bi woꝛd. And thus mpche 
Sone fo2 anſwere to thi II. queſtioun. To thi Ill. queſtioun p 
anſwere thug, The Apoſtlis knewe weel as thei mygten wel 
knowe bi refoun, that the wzitpng of oure generalFeith wole 
\ ſerve like wele to peple of each cuntre, as to peple of oon cun- 
tre; and thei witten that the oon ſame wꝛityng mygte and 
ſchulde renne from oon cuntre into anothere cuntre, like as 
Poul in his Epiltle to the , biddith that thilk ſame 


Epiſtle 


arr muon 
—— we br tomake 
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8 o2e it 

= wenne 
taken in to the p2of of t 

Fadir anſ were 

net fe pot of ie 2 


whiche pam no th EEE 
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Cap. III. 


"Adiragens — metith this: that the Feith whichwas i in 
the beginning e wofld, and was 1 
to the ny of yt as not wꝛiten. FozwhriMoyles 


inn 


> bade gik 


2 er ache Toure — habe, A And wit Bo in 08. tyme — 


wt it is not to be 
—— moe 1155 "9 rode ſumme of manpe goolfli 1 in leer- 
dhe Erde man was maad. 


debe ae 


bed in the 


9 man 
t he wyote holi in ingis of rhe Feieh, And 
e e — ol the Fei 
ik har ſithen heIpvedin the — 2 dam, which coude ful 


teche Ennok the — —— wꝛite in mater, than 
that * teeny othere thing donli. —— —4— 
was a if 10 Melt had 


olt man, 
and n this whit writing with * him Cali hg in his chippe wht: 


* 


L* 


lig the flopk durid namelich ſithen ahi win 
tre to err thei ſchulde lee 
ſpnne. And tertis ſuche toude not have be doon with⸗ 


out grect Runnpng of ful gooſtli thingis. „and 45 it — 5 
be bi alle liklihood that Ennok delpvered to his owne Sone 
Mathuſſale the ſame gooſtli wziting which Ennok wzote. And 
this Mathuſſale the 177 Ennok Ipvede with Nod fix hun⸗ 
d2id wintre ; and therfoze it is to be ſeid that Noe hadde ful 
myche and hige kunnyng of Feith and of his Foz 
ſo good a man as Noe was, wolde not leeve ted ſo pꝛo⸗ 
fitable a daa in MN And what he had fo 3 iting 
he kept ſaaf in and delyvered aktir to 8 
Sem, Cam, and Japheth, which Sem clepid Melchiſe- ; 
jogence orb toe ASM DD ACS 
gence of his c him torecep ame 
ting of Ss And bi Haltbobe Abraham bitooke it to Yſaac, 
575g to no and Jacob to hiſe Sones : and hou lilli it is 


that Ennok wzote what he leerned of Adam pertepning 4 wes 85 


and to Men, lo likli is it that Noe oz ſum othere w2ote what 


he leernpd of Matuſſale, that felle in the dates of Ennok and of 


Matuſſale; and Sem o2 ſum othere in the daies of Sem wote 
what he leernyd of Noe that felle in the daies ol Now And 


Abraham oz othere in hiſe daies what he herd of Sem 


that felle in the daies of Sem, which was clepid Melchiſedeck. 
Foz whi even liklihove wagofech ofthele . * 7 
oon ot them. And ſo at the laſte do 2 255 
and maad a book therof which is c deri Genen 
certis this is nioze likli bi ſtorie bifoze allegid and bi reſoun 
togidere, than fozto ſei that Moyſes had bi inſpiracioun with- 
— — manps bifore govun to him infozmactoun. Name⸗ 
we owen fo2to not fepne fo2ge allegge but the trowe, 
enp mpzacle to be doon, ſave whanne nebe compel- 
lich us therto: «that is to ſeie, that we mowe not ſave-the 
by otherwiſe bi liklihode of . to ſeie that be oye 
adde ſufficient infozmacioun bifoze o ogy, thoug he 
ulde make the book of Geneſis, * is liklthode to this 
that he had noon ſuch now ſeid infozmacioun, Therfoze in 
this caſe it is not to renne into' A thoug divers do⸗ 
couris in this caſe, -and in ſpecial Gregory Ezechiel , 
without mpche aviſement, and ſoon moved bi devocioun ſo 
doon, Allo of ſum thing doon biloze the flood of Noe, — 


no menſioun is maad in the wꝛiting of Moyſes, we have know- 
ing in ſtozies, as of this, that Lameth was an hunter and 
dymme of ſrgt, and that he! Wr 2 
ing, and that he ſchotr Cayn bi dzeſſing of the- ſeid leder. 
Hf this t o untaugt in Moyles wꝛiting we mpgte not 
have had knowing, if there had not be enp wziting bifoze 
Noes flood of thingis which bifelle bifoze the ſame flood. Wher- 
foze un wziting of ſtozies was bifoze Noes flood. And thanne 
kerthe if ſuch ſti ol wozldli chauncis was wꝛiten bifoꝛe 
Noes flood: moche rather ozping of woꝛthi gooſtli thingis 
was wziten bifoze the ſame flood. And if this be trewe, 
thanne fuche wziten ſtozies weren kept ſaaf bi Noe in his 
ſchippe fo? skile ve py i maad : and ſo thei came aftirwarde 
into the knowing of Moyſes, ag is bifoze argued: and Moyles 
tompiled the book Geneſis out of them: and whanne the 
bokis of Moyſes' were hadde, the othere bokig fallen out 
of uſe, as it is likli to bifall; fo? ſo it fallith in othere Ipk 
tag. O Fadir me thenketh pe holden a ful reaſonable wep 
in ART, 9279 c awey, which paths * 2-0h 
tis „than e tontrari p. « e poure | 
de ho bi lawe ot kinde, and — 5 erel ot vite a ts of ſpnne 
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olden, till gretter evpdence be kounden to the contrarie, 


thanne ben the evydencis making fo2 this partn. But certis 
out of this tolowith, as ſemeth tome, that we ſchulde holde 
this naß . at Eſdras renewid not the oold Teſtament in 
waiting bi gift of inſpiracioun, as is comounlt holde: but 
that he renewid the oold Teſtament in | „that he 
maad be wꝛiten and multiplied manye g of the oold 
Teſtament manpe mo than there were bifoze, and that foz 
zele 1 * that he hadde to mis that God awe ichulde 
e wel knowe, thoug of ech Kinde of tho Bookis fum Co- 
was bifoze. Foz wht like evpdencis ben that Eſdras 
adde Copies of the ooldLawe, as ben evp! that Moyles 
adde Copies fo2 to wzite oz compile bi them the Book 
ok Geneſis. Phe gretter evpdencis to holde this now ſeid 
affirmative partp; thanne ben evpdencis fo2 to holde the 
contrarie negative party. Sone p holde wel with tht 
conceyt in this mater, and the evidencis therto ben theſe. 
ou ever pvel the Peple of Jewis at enp tyme was, pitt 
thei were never without ſumme holt lovers and keepers of the 
ſame among them. Fozwhi whanne grettiſt pdo e 


F 


© Lawe; bi like skile it ſc 


Cas 
Jewr:i in deten of King Achab fo ke f 
d in Jewri in the daies of K T That of poly. har the eW1s 


e Loꝛd anſwerid to Hely and ſeid, (that it was not 


| fs fo he to him he ſeide) Moe than five hundrid in Iſrael, 
- whiche never bowid ther knees to Baal. That is to feie, to the 


fals God, which in tho dates was thoꝛug 
al Iſrael. And if this was trewe in tho daies of grettiſt pdola- 
trie, that there was mg pP!ivep lovers and kepers of the 
de be trowtd, that in ech 
tyme there weren ſuche — and kepers of the Tawe. nd 
in Ipk it was in ech tyme whanne Jeruſalem wag in traldom 
bi enempes withoutfozth, and whanne Os. Jewis weren tran- 
Natid into Babilonye, and whilis thei dwel there. But fo 
it is, that no man lettrid wolde caſte him to — knower 
of the Lawe, and therfoze an urri keper therof, but that he 
wolde caſte him to have the ſame — 5 in wziting. Wherfoze 
in alle tpmes of = Jewis, both whilis thei were in tye lond 
of Tract. and whilis thei were in ow fond of Babilonye, there 
were among ſummeofthem bokis w2itenof the lawe aud ud 
of them ; thoug 1 lawe wꝛiten in lumme bokis was bꝛent in 


in Jeruſalem, whilis the laſt and grettiſt captivite of the citee 
was maad, and whilis the Jewis weren laſte tranſlatid, and 


temple was diſtroied, herof he ie his 
te a litil befoze er Geri and lat erte 
Le a 121 e Exrh re was dovon, he 9 — 


in Jeruſalem the relat and reſtail ot᷑ the Jewis, wꝛote hi 
book tlepid the Trenps. But al this was not Ukelt to be, if 
Jeremye ſehulde not have r rhe Book of the Lawe, 
into the uf thhich lawe he do often pꝛeachid andffirid 
che p * ol ertoze it is to be trowid 5 my 
-w2iten a book of the lawe ; th 
ing the ſame lawe was bꝛent in the Prune Jay bo fo? ik 


the mad, or of the Temple. Alto , and abode 


| — 
x kile it is to be trowid that Ezechiel hadde he lame wzt- 
ten, which Ezechiel Ipved in tyme of this grettiſt and laſt 


7 — and was caried into Babylonye fro Jeruſalem with 
et route. And in Babilonie the fifth pere of this thꝛaldom 
11 there in Babilome. Allo fin — pe 

of Jeruſalem rhe Bing oas maad 


ofthe lawe 152 be — and be publ. ful mp ; which 
go 
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_— was noon but he al oon da 4 * nn lovyd and ral the 
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was unknown as to the 

i peple, Wyerfoze itt, | 

daies there were w2iten in greet LEN — * 
the lawe. Nameli ſithen the peple were thanne Fong inc 

greet devocioun anentis the lawe, as it is open. in ech 


_ of Jewis there 7 —7 the 40 0 map be Cohn 
e mologgis 0 rom into 0 | 
— tet: and to them it to not he unknowers 


inag moche ag God comaundid his lawe to be 

of his e knowun. And without erco at lie fo lon bn 

law m not be knowun. at alle daieg 

Jewis both in Iſrael and in Bablonte eve? there were bokis al redi 15 

the lame w2iten. And herto wolde ferve ful Re 8 | 

of Thobie, and the of Suſanne, Daniel 1 ;:ch. re $5) 

thei ben Apocrifis. Allo Daniel, Eſdras, W 8 

Mardoche, Heſter, and eee were kepers of the lawe, 
weren freeli in Babylonie inhabiting, ag the ſtorie pr 
.—— makith mencioun. Wherfoze it 10 like 5 fol pet 

the lawe wꝛiten, nameli fith — 
yave n ef, Tages to and fro ay, ens 05 10 e. And al 
tertis it Is 12 vnoug, anne Eſdras 
and 2 tame fro Babylonie into ele | to bilde 
agen the titee and the temple: thei hadden bokis al redi 
white of the lawe; and thanne hereof folowingli this that 
; boom renewid the five bokisof- Movies and alle the ſtorieg in 


; tha! ot 
Al lip — 5 
— was 
bite. And if ewe ing be trewe, as it hath moze likeli eviden- 


cis to be trowid foꝛ trewe than hath his contrarie partp ; it 
| folewith that loztofeie rhis whiche ſnmme. Donouri Siri 


motinit holden with the ive 5 $1 
-acioun wꝛote with . alle the ve Bolus 8 - 

, and alle the o:here be Vobis of of 2 SA 

5 , 


in 5 _oe — qo not A a fepnpd | 
thout ſufficient therto g ev eis. nd therfoze 
this ſeid opinieun et Eſdras 2 0 8 
inſpiracioun, is w to be leid a ſide. 1 8 BR en 
pꝛivdey mpratlis we fl * not renne OPT 
nioun 02 oure onfwere bi em withaut that 2 — ; 
dente therto ſerveth. Fozellis there mpgte noon opinioun'be - 

- over- .- - 
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a 
overcome bi ſtrengthe of argument, hou falſe ſo ever the opini- 


dun were: ſo that he included no repugnanee, fuch as God 
mygte not do bi myratſe. 1 


CA p. IV. 8 


| 1 P'adir, aftir alle this, what is ſeid ſoꝛ anſwere tothe firſt 


pꝛintipal argument, and what is ſunken in bi occafioun 
of the ſame anſwere, it is now tyme the pe big inne anſwere 


| to the ſecond paincipal argument. Sone, thou leiſt ſooth, and 


therfoze as foꝛ an{were to the ſecond and third p2incipal ar⸗ 
gumentis togidere, the ſecond pꝛemyſſe in ever cchof them is 
tobe denped. Fo2whi ſithen bi anſwer maad to the firſt pzinct- 

l argument it is declarid that the Apoſtlis mpgten not 
Without waiting teche ſufñtientli dure al hool ful feith,wherof 
nowe is the newe Teſtament writen, it folewith that thei 
taugten not without wziting ſufficientli the ſame ſeid al hool 
fnl feith,whiche.is agens and contrarie to the ſecond pꝛempſſe 
of the ſecond pzincipal argument. Neither thei taugten 
without w2iting pꝛincipali the ſame al hool ful feith which is 
agens and contrarie tothe ſecond pzemyſſeof the third pinct- 
pal argument. And that foꝛ as, mpche as what the Apoſilis 


mygten not doſufficientli o2 p2incipali, thei diden not ſuffict- 
entli neither pꝛintipali. And ſo as now p bifoze ſeid, the 


bothe ſecond pꝛempſles in the ſecond and third pyincipal-ar- 
gumentis ben to be denped.Ferthemoze thoug Chriſt bede as 
thou allegiſt Matt. and Mark the laſt chapitris, hiſe Apoſtlis 
to p2eche al the hool Goſpel, and ſo al the hool feith to ech 
creature by parcel mel in wozd ſpeking of dpvers tymes, 
and thoug thei fulfillid this Comaundement, pitt herof fo- 
lowith not that Criſt has herynne bade them pzeche the Go- 


ſpel and the Park e eith as ſufficientli. oz-pzincipali to be 


doon. Foz: wolde that a good p2eching not ſufficient 
neither pꝛintipal ſchulde go b the teching ful andſuffict- 
ent and p2incipal:which pzincipal and ſufficicnt teching aftir- 
ward fchulde be doon bi abe gon o2 ellis bi wozd and 

e Philoſophie ſeity, Kind in his 


wait 1 Fo? ag 

— * eginneth fro imperfit pzaceding and growing into 
perfit ; and man dooth int e ſame wile in hi — of 
craft. And thoug God theAugo? and maker of kinde do in 
ſame mite in hiſe 8, as it is not to be wondzid, but x 


C 


Ipꝛind. i in ol 
is jo AER EIT: the LA 
umentis 


pens bop maad foz 
groundid Fond e e Ho ene t oe 
atnew 
pitris, and ben te be denied. And this wile fuſejent | 
anſwere ren i 
wien tegidere. — 
fehale 
n is the Lord, oen 
ba im of this man 
inbeingand in kinde, 
Fraunce. 10 vg 
mon is 
— being ro | 


fro God. And in 
nne it is ſeid that the 


daies of the Al 
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as theſe peſoonps be not tho perſoonps. And an Chirc 
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Li 


8 eee weren. Neither it folowith that 


| pvyng km and power. 
witne than hath the ing of the — Foto dene ta 


witneſſe: thoug it were lo that the Chirche of the is 


hadde kunnyng and power fozto ſo moze witneſſe. And al 
herfoze. Fo2this Chirche is not theſame Chirche in Kinde, 
in being, and in ſubſtaunce with the othere ſeid Chirch, ripe 
. 
had info2zmacioun of the feith bi heering the lis and 
the Evaungeliſtis, whiche the Chirche now hath ' 
not, but ſo lechith worden: vb. way bi gy Fo the waiting of 
the 3 and Evangeliſtis. And fo, Done, if thou wol⸗ 
diſt this argument if it were maad to thee : this Chirche 
now lpvpng, and the Chirche of the Apoltlis weren oon in 


the ſeid reputacioun. Therefoze as the Apoſtlis weren in 


is degree of holi lyvyng and m do mpraclis, ke 
5 4 ite a new teſtament, and witmeſſe 
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parties paſſid do mpraclis, that the ſame aggregat map - 
* he is in 2 — nomoze than it 
folowith, if Ynglond fumtpme mpgte e ſuch a tonqueſt, 


therfoze he ſchal be ever a power fozto make lpke. greet con- 
Neſt And therfoze, Sone, if thi fourth argument be maad 
an this wiſe, the hool ſucceſſive. at of Clerkis is now 
which was in the tyme of the ; but in thilk this 
regat was a wozthier witneſſer of dure feith than was 
Scripture 3 bong — is this aggregat now. Certis this 
— is not wozth. Fo? he concludith and makith no 
folowing. Nevertheles, Sone, fo2 to putte and holde ſuch a 
ſucceſſive aggregate in kinde in pꝛapirte without figurative 
ſpeche is agens good Philoſophie, and therfoze. ageng gooi 
reſoun, and agens trouthe, as ful wel mygte be pzovpd, if 
this place were actoꝛding to trete ſuch mater. But whilis 
the n — 27 therof hurtith not mp pꝛeſent en · 
tent, p wole here lete the treting therof paſſe undir fuffraunce. 
Foz anſ were to thi fifth INDE argument thou ſchalt un- 
dirſtonde that re of the newe teſtament is not thong 
ech party of him Ipkin aucozite in wozthines and in e. 
Foz whi ſumme parties of Seripture techen to us feith, 
ſumme techen to us lawe of kinde and of natural refoun, 
as the text in it ſilf wel ſchewith, and Auſtyn witneſſith the 
ſame. Nevertheles this that Criſt taugt thilk lawe of kinde 
and of reſoun, wherof it is wyiten in holt wꝛitte that Criſt 
them taugte , is feith. Fo2-wht, this that he lo taugt them 
cannot be leerned and found bi mannys reſoun therof 
a teller and a denouncer. Summe parties of the leid ſeri⸗ 
pus techen to us poſitive ozdinauncis of Criſt, as ben the 
lacramentis, and ſum partietherof techen to us oꝛdinauntis 
of ſum Apoſtle, as the lawe of bigamie, and that a woman 
vowe not chaſtite bifoꝛe the ſixtieth peer ot hir age. Now, 
Sone, thoug the Clergie that now 18, and thoug the Pope 
that now is, may diſpenſe with it that the Scripture techith 
us the o2dinaunre of an Apoſtle and may revoke it, as he 
map diſpenſe with this that Poul ozdepnpd a bigam to not be 
Deken oz Pꝛeſt: 1 Thim. III. ch. and with this that Poul oz⸗ 
depnpd a widowe to not take perpetual vide witz undir 
boond eer ſche be of LX. Winter, and but if ſche hadde be 
wpk of oon man, 1 Thim. IV. ch. phe and revoke theſe two 
pointis ; bicauſe that the Pope is ot lyk aucozite and of ju- 
4T 2 | reſdictioun 
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ith of the Keul 
vi 1 Cheogiy — — the 
ow ipvy nay diſpenſe with this that Srripture 
P o2dinaunce of Criſt; and that he 
o eodinauncis. Fawht eng d 
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Ch . m 
den chat oon extrutour revokithand rele wha rhe orfen 
withe 


ta him execurone ozdepneth,- bid doith, n 
* _ of Yaglond, and in png is 22h Pope 
Apoſtlts. . As fo2 ant were to th? VII. 
. * — that power fi Nn expoune 
ſenſe * ts not but a 
pture : as power fozto conſtrue 


and 1 
alredi 1 


Pepe. 


mipſe tn 


— ALI rp 6 
ave 
Expotmer o7aDetlarr — to have thefansg thing as his : 
nd wht this is untrewe it is now 
— See Deen 50 ar the er dee — 
Pꝛeſt r, whanne the 
Clerk e with aſide the Lent veil. And alſo if the kel neſt | 


e were trewe, thanne Scripture were than 
her oi ts, and lche were overer wo hir i, ts re- 
kl ir a Fool! i Scripture ful oft expowneth filf 

t as moche a e reding of Scripture in oon partt a 
man ſchal 3 which is the trewe und of Stri⸗ 
' pture in mal othere parti wherynne he doutid oꝛ u we bi⸗ 

252 g which the King makith in his 
rewine 1 to juge alle cauſe aftir the Lawe —— ge and 
his Parlament maken, ben not ſo woꝛtht fozto 


— wiſnes in tauſis as the ſeid Lawe is. Fozwhi al that 
thei han to juge rigt wiſnes in cauſis thet han of thilk Lawe : 
and pitt the ſame leid Jugis han power bi ther — kun. 
nyng fo2 to declare what is the trewe entent of the 
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TY . * _  teno2 not wziten, othere.vet {6 Kunnyng perſaanys 
i 45 in the Lowe as thei be NN 
'Y therpnne._ And therfoze bi lyk maner in this pꝛeſent pur- 


| pos it is that thoug the Clergie aꝛ fum of the Clergie bi ther 
2 6 eet leernpng have power o2 kunnyng - fozto declare to fim- 

| | —— folk which is urri ſenſe and undirſtonding of Stri⸗ 
pture: pitt herof folowith not the Clergie oz thilk perſoone 
"+ of the Clergie ſo declaring is worthier in wei of grounding 
i what Scripture was o2depned to grounde bi his dewe un- 
: dirſtonding of treuthe, than is the ſame Scripture in him 

ſilf fo2 ſo togrounde. 'Fo2 certis it map be that ſum oon ſim- 
ple perſoon as in Fame oz in State is wiſer. fozto knowe 


5 juge and declare what is the trewe ſenſe ol a certepn-poztioun 
of 4 „and Wat l. the treuthe ot ſum Article, and 
5 that fo2 his long ſtudping, labozing, and aviſing therupon, 


| a 
| | than is agreet general Conteil. Fo2 whi ful of it is ſeenthat 
wh don perſoon in a general Conceil redreſſith al the Conceil fro 
that, that thei wolden o2depne, as phave rad. If wn ſpmple 
i perſcoone had not agenſtonde bi hiſe reſounis a general Counceil 
| Wolde have o2depnedthat Pzeſtis ſchulde have be weddid to 
* 4 Wyves it thet wolden. And alſop have rad in the tre departid 
. F Paphnu-ſfogie that if Finucius* hadde not recleimed inthe græt Counceil 
[ 7 8 of Nice there hadde be oꝛdeynyde that tho Pꝛeſtis which have 
; had Wpves ſchulden havelett ther Wpves and ſchulden have 
be divozced fro hem. Fo2 an\were to thi VIII. argument thou 
- ſchalt undirſtonde that it is not oon and the ſame fozto trowe 
a thing to be, and fo2to trowe the ſame thing foꝛ whi p map 

FR | trowe the Sowdan of Babylonye to be, pitt it nedithnot ther- 
By foze that p trowe to him, And in ipk maner it is not oon 
and the ſame fozto bileeve a thing to be, and fo2to bileeve to 
thilk thing. Foz whi p may and ougte bileeve the fend to 
be, and pitt p ougte not therbi fozto bileve to the Fende. 
Wherfoze it is not oon and the ſame fo2to bile ve on univer⸗ 
| fal Chirche of God in wa to be, and fo2to bileve to thilk 
on univerſal Chirche. And ſithen it is ſo that bi thilk Ar⸗ 


ticle putte into the comoun vulgar Crede p bileve the holt 
univerſal Chirche, we ben not taughte as bi ſtrengthe of 
thilk woꝛdis foꝛto bileve othere than this that oon holi uni- 
verſal Chirche is, and what folowith therof. Even as bi 
_Ipk Articlis of the ſame comoun Crede, bi lyk tenour of 
wo2dis we ben taugt oon Baplim to be foꝛge venes of Spanys 
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to be, everlaſtpng lyf to be; and not bi tho Articlis fozto bi- 
le ve to con Baptim, and fo e Spmnys, / 
and fo2to bileeve to everlaſtyng Tpf, ag {chal be ſchewid bet⸗ 
tir her aftir in this ſame II. partie the VIII. Ch, fo- 
lowi bi the tenour of thilk Article in the comoun Crede 
m ich and bi which we ben taugt fo2 to bileeve on holi uni- 
verſal Chirehe, we ben not taugt to2to bileeve to the Holi uni- 
verſal Chirche, that is to ſeie to bileeve the holt univer- 
ſal Chirche ſeith and techith treuthe. So that if we be bounde 
foto bileeve to the holi univerſal Chirche in this now ſeid un- 
dirſtonding, it muſt riſe bi fum othere fundament than _— | 
Argument in the comoun vulgar Crede, which in thi [IIL. 
Argument thou alleggiſt. Whi the Article to be bileeved 
that oon univerſal C of God is, was into the co- 
moun Crede, ſchal be ſumwhat tretid here in this ſame 
IL — the VII. Ch. and moze ſumwhere ellis in Latyn. 
Nevertheles ſchoztlt to ſeie here. Soon aftir the Apoſtlis ro- 
ſen Heretikig, and ſumme of them helden that there were dy- 
. verſe Chirchis of God on erthe, and that thei were a Chirche 
of God bi hem ſilk. And ko2 as mpche as the 
ro the Chirche hadden — ctoun herof 


Impna , 
to — — —— CO oon hool os 
to be with hiſe partie iſcozding oon other 5 
Feith 5 And this — * = "Thi gp —.— 3 to 
thilk univerſal Chirche in alle caſis. pnow o one 
=o fo2 an anſwere to thin VIII. wal — Alſo 

is to be undirſtonde that Catholtk is ag mpche to ſeie as 

General, and therfoze the Catholik Feith is ag mpehe to ſeie 
ag General and Vniverſal Feith, . and Catholik Chirche is 
as myche to ſeie as General o2 VYniverſal. D This 
wole poo and trewe grammer, and this wolen oold Doctou- 
ris of dunte as Ylidir and Bede in ther wiitingis. And alle 
witti men knowen that tho ſignificactouns of woꝛdis in La- 
tyn ougen, be _ o 3 _ 222 — ot | 
myche to ſeie as rigt glozie, oꝛ the thing 48 2s 5 
the glozie: and therfi al trewe Feith, thoug it be parti⸗ 


culer, ougte be cleptd O2thodoxe Feith, . thoug not ech Feith 
ougt be clepid Carholik eith, and ech kei ferthful particu- l 
ler Chirche ougte be clepid Catholik Chirche, that is to ſeie | 


General o2 Yniverfal Chirche. And pitt men now late not 
weel leerned in Latin and in Gzammer, ag good weren har 


Wo ns Mi: 4 ns Moo St. AM. ab of Aw aft 1 


EN 
1 


? 


cle- 


of 
92 


hamed 


aunee, whiche 


1 1 


: : 24 


ere 


men 
it is Ozthodoxe 


general. 


hode, is 
off 


r eeh 


anne f 


alle them be fe 


it is 


mmer 

ule 
Wayden 
maner ee 


| : FO 3 E 

2 8 1 2 | 1 

8 24 22 8 * 2 

—— 82 32 ZE & «pry 1 5 

; 8 SSS 8 

2 1523 8 

- 1125 Z 

— 82 l 79 

Bal Kal 

. Z E 2299 Fs 775 a : 

Sy 8 * = 


zanune 
at 1 

ar the 
the 

trew 


gt 
32 
8229 


SY 8. 8 2 
333-4 E25 


to i 


£ thei weren. 
—＋ 


717 15 
Feich. 
mi witt and zn m 


be 
leid 
in 

mp] 


— 
ad which 


now 


knowun Rahe 


of Eriſten on te 
fo2Feith and whi 


1 1175 i 10 
N | ie 
8 

A l 


2212315 128 


; and Arti 


” 
_— 
* 


r 


1 1 111 


. 


Wei Sore 
2 


=p 


Pr 
2 
i 
* 
0 


. "by" © "SY $35 3 8 88 . * $6 8. 57 : PE TOM IHE ” 
0 £ A A 125 7 27, 37 7 IV 
* 


aligting and efipng and ſuring to the ſimpler parti: and fo 


doith-the Clergie to the Lap parti. And of moze ! 
than this is, pſe not that the determynatioun of the Chirehe 
is. But agenward take thou Feith is the knowpng 


-wherpune we conſenten-in oure un to a treuthe 


ing 
which we fpnden not in oure reſonyng other wiſe than foz a 


creature, which koꝛ ſufficient eppdencrs we tr not ther- 
pnne to lie, it affeermpde : and take thou the ſame Treuthe 
fo of us trowid and bileeved, which allo is Feith : and ever 
either of theſe Feithis map be maad of new of the Clergie. 


whi the Clergie map make now firſt a Faſtpng day and 


an Holt dap, which never weren bifoze.. And of this making 


and oꝛdinaunte riſen up theſe II. Treuthis which never were 
bifoze : this dap is to be faſtid, and this dap is to be ha- 
lowid; - Now manpe of the ſpmple peple mowe leerne. theſe 
II. Trouthis of the Clergie, that is to ſeie, thet mowe leerne 
and knowe that this dap is to be faltid, and this dap is to be 
holowid : which thei witen not whi ſave fo2 this that the 
Clergie ſeien ſo and affcermenſo to them. And therkoze it 18 
in the power of the Clergie to make into them ſuch Feith as 
is now ſeid. Fadir; this maner of Feith whiche the Chirche 
may make is of noon othere kind, but as is the credence oꝛ 
Feith which ech houſholder map make to hiſe pong Childzen 
and hie rude and \ſpmple Ppves and to his Hondmapdens, 
and Boond Men not mpche witti to reſone: and therfoze 
theſe Feithis whiche the Clergie map make ben fer tro the 


Hignes and wozthines of Feithis, God to us makith. 


nd therfoze Fadirlete us ſpeke her aftir, ag we hav ſpoken. 
bifo2e of tho Feithis, whiche we hav bi afferm of God: 
fo2 ſuche ben algatis neceſſarie to oure helpe. -.. Sone p aſſente 
wel that we ſchulen ſo ſpeke, and therfoze agke therof what 
thou wolte. Fadir p agke this: owith the Clergie oz the 
Chirche bileeve as Feith enn Article which is not expzeſſid in 
the litteral ſenſe oꝛ undirſtonding of holi Scripture; and which 
is not folowing out of enn Article in holt Scripture ; but 
if he have fo2to it bileeve and trowe bi this Argument: what- 


ever God affeermed oz ſchewid oz revelid is trewe. This 
Article God affeermpd oz revelid. oꝛe this Article 
is · trewe. And but it he have ſufficient evpdence fo2 Tre 

. of the II. Pꝛempſſe, as bi ſuch a Pꝛempſſe: whatever the 


oꝛ ſum 
undou⸗ 


Apoſtlis oꝛ othere undoutabili trewe heererg of God, 


woꝛd 


n e . . . | a 9 
; 2 "whe * my 


F 


undoutable mpracle, o2 ſum undoutable infpiracioun, oz 


lum undoutable appering without foꝛth oꝛ withpune fo2th to 
enn perſoone, o2 ſum long: ute ot bileebrug in "he Eirch 
without eny nyng knewen therof, witneffid God to hab 


affeermpd oz revelid oz ſchemid; God it affermed revelid o2 
fchewid. So it is that the Apolilis. o2 ſum other undouta- 


table credible heerer of God oz ſum undoutable mpzacle 02 
ſum undoutable inſpiracioun, oz ſum undoutahle appeer- - 
ing withpnne fozthe oz without fozth, oꝛ fum ſeid longe uce 
of bileeving in th he, witneſſid that God affeermpd 
o2revelid this Article. Wherfoze treuthe is that God affer- 
myd thilk ſame Article. And pitt fer ther upon the II. now 
ſeid Pꝛempſſe he muſte have notabilt likli evpdencis in Ar- 
nt, and fo likli that to the contrarie is not hadde, nei⸗ 
ther hopid to be hadde enp evydence ſo likli. And ſotheli Sone, 
Ag map ful li be deducid, if al what is ſeid of Feith in 
this-pzeſent Book be weel takun undirſtonden and compre 
ndid, whatever Article the Clergie oꝛ the hool Chirche bi 
— as Feith, and hath not upon the ſame Article this 
ſeid eſſe of e vydente and of pꝛof: he in ſo bileevpng is 
over haſti,andaſurpi h and . Cle e he ſchulde: 
and r whatever Article the args tan have the ſaid pꝛo⸗ 
teſſe of-p2of, it the Clergie map bileeve as Feith without 
P I. And if the Clergie have ſuch a pꝛeef as nom is en; 
ampled upon — Article not wꝛiten openli in holi Scri⸗ 


| lot n, ( 
Chirche ſq hath upon theſe trouthis that this holt lpver at 


* 


ſufficient trewe witneſſing, oz bi open at fulle ſchewing. 
Thoug the Chirche nedith not ſeche help of ONUS fo2 the 
Apoſtiis- to be doon, and that bicauſe Criſt fetd to them: 
Thus joie and be pe glad, 1. 7 7 names ben wꝛiten in He⸗ 
venes, And tyanne therof folowith' this. to be take fo; an 
Article ok Feith: Thomas of, Cantirbiri is a'Stint, . Joon of 
Bridlington is a Seint in the faid dem undirſtonding of this. 
Sepnt ; and lo fozthe of othere whoſe lyvpig and to 

2 . - a 
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e and remedied bi this rhat | 
1 is to bs I 
Epit ＋ W J 


. 
4 2 1 mpgte = knowe 
and File oke hing over itrhar is 


ts ther Heres not wyiten, no man 
= of the Apoſtlis, and al fo2 that thei were 


in Ip maner it was trewe of David and of Solomor 
anentis ers, ſs that noon of ther wotdis be knowun, 
= Evange eli Ceith! het batt ch. 8. 9s X 

E en = 0 * 
rachs Criſt dide, than ben writen in this Book, which if the 
' wrien, al the world, t it were turned ino _ ſchulde not 


take and comprehends. And that of al tho mpraclis not wit- 
—— 


ten in the Goſpels nat don is of us now kt 


, and 


prof of Stript : this entent and 

Mis schulde have be better .knowen 
che, which was in 
than of e 


| takun as. 


daies of 


Ws * 

firſt Conſtantyn Emperour 

| Counceil. of Mt 4 Criſten in 2 
[ was gaderid the Latyn 
Geek togider fo2 this entent 
* to band denken in the article upon 


| Cree: the ſubſtauncial ty and articlis of dure as 


is -opene in the ſtozies clepid etcliſiaſtick ſtozie and artid 
— 3 els; thus. The Churchis Nope and the ripe de- 
partid ho Pen. * 1 and moſte cre⸗ 
nd lead b fo y- 


— 


h — daies b kmowen 0 trowid 


Eich which the Apoſtlis not — And in Ipk 1 


ag it was in the firlt ſeid 2 Counſeil of Nice 
pointiden out Articlis of ve to alle Criſten peple into a 
foozm of a Crede, fo dide anothere greet general Counſeil 
aftir at. Conſtantynopil, and many othere pꝛovincial Coun- 
ſeils, as apperith in the book Kap Decrees * of Counſeils re- 
herten the Il. now ſeid Credis; and in noon of them ſo making 
and pointing Articlis of oure feith in ther credis is men- 
fioun maad of eny articlis taugt bi the Apoltlis out of Stri⸗ 
ure. The III. evpdence is this. Ik enp Article 9% ep 
left to peple fro the Apoſtlis undir heering and mpnd 
be holde and bileeved of the peple greet as fe feith, 8 
and articlis ſchulde be tho rather than othere, oꝛ as ſoon ag 
othere; that is to ſeie: we ſchulen pꝛie toward the Eelt, we 
ſchulen bleſſe us with a cros, P2eſfis ſchulen make tre foold 


croſſis upon the bꝛede and wpne offride in the auter bifoze the 


tonſecracioun, 


C XXXIX 1 

eonſecracioun, font ot af daytin ith ſehal be Bleſſid withaile;ond 
| 9 anointed with oile. — 
is that ech ol the en —— — ther 
nyng and oꝛdinaunte ob, gn dirs oonli not the 
hi a ch - of holi*Baſile in the ſumme of Gracian, B 
XI. c. Ecclefiaſticorum. And in the ſame wiſe it is to be de⸗ 
med of holt water, whom Alifaundir the firſt and Pope oꝛ⸗ 
| And ot holi bzede.and 2 eg e parti ot obſer⸗ 
vaciouns in the Maſſe, and of the tf ;Lent, and ot ma- 
nye othere ſuche obſervaciouns, whom alle holt Fadirs 
255 

n gs. » e n 

that en beide " obſervaciouns oꝛ articlis —_— fro 9 — : 


now Apoſtlis bitoke witho ting 22 te 
kept and to be 1 as ſuch —— greet ys iſo 

Baſile the now bifoze — t. in the ſumme ot — | 
c. 7 Eccleſiaſticorum, departith tho thingis whiche alle Cri⸗ 
ſten owen to holde andtobileeve into Ill. membris, that is to 
ſeie, into thingis pointis o2 articlis, which to us levith and 
birakith apoltolik  ozdinaunce; that is to-ſeie; 


le. erfoze holi Baſile -concepved no mo mem- 

biis t gd A os og be nedis takun and keptof Criſten 
-peple; and t folowith that 22 not ſuch a fourth 
membze to be takun and kept of "the. that is to ſeie, 
'bitoken {02 ſub⸗ 


whiche the Apoſtlis taugren and lefren and 

Aaunctel | feith t witing. And that bi tye peſt nahe 
rehercid membze. Baſile Popis it is 
likli therfoze : Forwhi the ozdinauncis o ben ful fa- 


moſe and moe famoſe pe Hoyer rr dl —— in the 

2 apt is the cuſtom and uſage- of the —— ; 

fl ih 02 at the ſeeſt of — even ſo myche· Whertoze it i 

| le felt not Popis ozdinauncis unſpakun ot in 
articioun bifoze ſeid. But othere it is that fpehenor | 

of 1 4 but it he weak x therof 


membze of the ſeid particioun. Whertore it is. trewe, 

that he ſo And fo fpnallp fozto ſeie into the | 
l entent of this . chapiter, B 2 125 5 | 

8 Chir techis oz delpverith 'enp-. thi 

tho feith as a reenthe doon oz ubs nh e 
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22 and 1 ob othere 
I 
ter 5 of Scripture, op fajſolwi 
X | mpch 9 peatidinpour fo wiſe an - 
wg me good 12 that pe wole ſuffre me make agens 


pour doctrine this now to folowe objectioun, Oon of the beſt Clerkis 


22 


wiſiſt Divins and tlepid therfoze the Doctour Sutel Scotve, 
ſeith inhis 271 that this article Criſt in his deith of bodi- diſcer- 
did into hellis is an article of neceſfaric feith: And that toꝛ as 
Aab the l arp rs whiche erede is altribid to have 
maad of the and UNE 1 2 as . . ＋ — 


ar 
e e ei tour 
the leid article to be a feith is not trewe-, that is to ſeie, that 
the Apoſtlis thilk article into the comoun crede. and that 
e Kirke — — ſuch artiele of feith, is bifo2efchewid in of 
foz-heed. That in the tyme of Auſtyn and of 
— ere holt bolt Fenris about Auſtyns t yme the eomoun crede had not 
ſeid artiele it is opene bi diverſe and manye ' omelies and 
expo ficiouns,. which Auſtyn and the othere ſeid Fadzis maden. 
the tomoun crede in ther daies ren d that 
article to article bi and bi fro the firſt unto the laſt, and thet 
unſpokun of the now ſeid article. And alſo 1292 over⸗ 
this article. Cætera deſunt. 1 
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abetical TABL E of the more 
te Enghſh Words to be found in the 


_ Treatiſe, with their Significations. 


A. 
Az Jen 


Agenbie, redeem. 
Agens metith, oppoſeth. 
Tigatis, in al] reſpects. 


Mligting, facilirating. 
Anentis, concerning. 


Inoon, preſently. 
Jpocrifis, Apocryphal 
Apower, able. 

Art, Arjus, 

Aſſoilid, reſuted; 

this ſide, ſince... 
Auter, Altar. 

Jviſeable, deliberate. 
Aviſement, deliberation. 


B. 
Bede, commanded.. 
Beneketis, benefits. 
Berith, bchaveth, 
Bi, by. . 
Bitelle, beſel. 
WBiknows, ꝛ2cknowledgeth. 
Bileeve, belief. of 
Birden, burden. 
Biried, buried. 
Biſi, buiſie. 
Biſidis, beſides. 
Bitaken, 2 dellvered. 
Woondis, contents. 
WBoonys, gifts, - graces. 
Wzennyng, burning. 


Bzent, burnt. 
- Buidingts, commands, 


> 


C. 
Caſt him, ſer himſelf. 
Certis, certainly, 
; ex five. 


Chargeole, 
Chauncis, accidents. 
Cheftr.,. ſupe lor. 

C ed. 


leptd, : 
Comberoſe, cumberſom. 
Combze, m | 
Comonute ety» 
Conicacioun, examination. 
Coude, could. . 
Courſeli, haſtily-. 


Deacon. 
Demed, conſidered. 
Departid, divided. 


| Departith, divideth. 


Dewe, due. 
Dilcencioun, diſſention. 
—— jud 1 

en, dou ul. 
Dome, r 
D:effi ng. 
Dunte, kme. 
Durid, laſted. 
Dwelliden, dwelt. 
Dymme, dim. 


E. 
Ellis, elſe. 
Ennok, Enoch. 
Enp, any. 
Erthe, earth. 


. F. 
Fadir, father. 
F adzis, fathers, 
Feende, devil. 


Fier, | 
Finucius, Paphnutius. 


Foundement, foundation. 
Fro, from. 


6. 
Gede, went. 
id, born. 


Gendz 
Sooſtlt, ſpiriruaþ 


G2oundelt, fundamentally, 
G2oundier, firmer, 
G20w in, incervene.. - 


H. 
Hadde, had, 
Man, have. 


Bau, have. 
Meed, head. 
Meere, hear. 
ÞHemſilf, themſel yes, 
| Her. 


been 
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K. 
Rinde, nature. 
Kindelt, natural or ordinary. | 
Kirke, Church. G 

| Dumelies, -Homilies, 
Oold, old, 21 

Oon, one. 
ny | Oonli 7 only. = ARS 


L. once. 
Leefir, more. willing, Openli, manifefily. \- 
Leſingis, lies. Dthze, other. FN 


Lettris, letters. . Dverer, ſuperlours. 
Liggif, lyeth.. Dwen, ought. 3 * a 9 
Tilt, likely, - 7 7 Dchal, ſhall. . -- 
Litil, little. | P. , prepare. 42 
Longid to, belonged. Pacchis and cloutis, addl- ſhe. | - i 
Lyf, life. | tions. „ ſhew. | * 
Ark, like. Partſchens, Pariſnioner. 1 
Lyvyng, living. Maske, Paſſeover. 
OE mele, piecemeal, 
* | — | Lag | 

d, made, ps, perſons. 
Mannys, many. Phyſiſien, Phyſitian. 
Mawle, male. Poulis, Pauls. 

, Salvation, Pzechiden, preached: 

, mens, Pzempyfſis, propofitions, 
ſioun, mention. Pzetenſe, pretended. - 


| agens, oppoſe, Pate, Pray. 7 
Mo, more, Privey, private 
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